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All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
clients a pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a 


. 


scheme which brings 


simple 


‘within the reach of all 


an effective means. of 


assisting their Country 


‘in the present difficult 


times. The pamphlet is 


issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANGE SOCIETY, 


of 10, Fleet Street, E.C, 4, 


and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 
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Current Topics. 


The Commercial Law Committee. 

Taz Lord Chancellor has appointed Lord Sumner (chair- 
man), Mr. Justice Arkin, Master T. Wittes Cuirry, Mr. 
SamvEeLt Garrett (President of the Law Society), Mr. H. 
W. Marxin, Mr. Epwarp Manviie, Mr. 8. F. Menpt, Mr. 
J. 8. Ristey, C.B., and Mr. J. J. Wits, to be a committee 
to consider and report what steps, if any, are 
are to be recommended to facilitate the 
conduct of legal proceedings (in- 
cluding arbitrations) between parties in this country 
and parties abroad, and the enforcement of judg- 
ments, decrees, and awards elsewhere than in the country in 
which they have been made, 4nd to provide greater uniformity 
and mutual improvements in the Commercial Law and prac- 
tice relating to legal proceedings and arbitrations and the 
means of enforcing the decisions arrived at in the same.’’ The 
concluding words of the reference are not quite clear, but 
apparently the scope of the inquiry wilt be limited to matters 
affecting parties abroad and the enforcement of foreign judg- 
ments; but its proceedings are likely to he of great interest 
and importance. 
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feasible and 
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Solicitors and the New Military Service Act. 

WE printed recently (ante, p. 408) the Direction given 
by the Minister of National Service with regard to the exemp- 
tion of solicitors and their skilled clerks. It recognised that a 
stage had, in general, been reached at which their numbers 
should not be further depleted unless it appeared that the man 
in question would be doing more important work in the national 
interests, if called up for military service, than he is doing in 
his present employment, It is difficult to say how far this 
Direction, and the system of advisory committees which have 
been set up in London and the provinces to consider and advise 
regarding applications to tribunals by solicitors and their skilled 
clerks, will survive the changes impending under the new Act. 
Solicitors will not desire to avoid taking their fair share of the 
increased burden; at the same time, since, if we understand 
rightly, only 7 per cent, of the men from 41 to 51 will be 
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immediately affected, there should be no necessity for making 


any considerable inroad upon solicitors and their clerks within 
those ages, and the principle that the profession has been 
already depleted as far as is consistent with the due carrying 
on of business ought to be ‘observed. 


The Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment) Bill. 
WE Gave recently (ante, p. 398) the operative part of the 
Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment) Bill which has passed the 
Honse of Lords.. It was read a second time on Wednesday in 
the House of Conimons, and while no objection seems to be 
taken to it in principle, there is a suspicion that it may in cer- 
tain cases work hardly, while in others it will not give sufficient 
protection. The trouble has arisen because the Increase of 
Rent, &c., Act, 1915, while in general it protects from disturb- 
ance a tenant who observes his tenancy obligations, yet puts 
no impediment in the way of a landord’s recovering possess- 
sion if he requires the premises for his own occupation. And 
since “ landlord ’’ in the Act is defined to include the successors 
in title of the original landlord, the tenant has no protection 
against a purchaser who buys for occupation. Probably not 
much reliance is to be placed on the common story that these 
purchasers are chiefly aliens desirous of avoiding air raids. 
Aliens are by no means the only pers6ns who have been and are 
desirous of getting away from London, and whether aliens or 
not the question is the same. It seems that there is a serious 
grievance which requires to be remedied, and in considering 
the relative rights of tenants and landlords and would-be pur- 
chasers, the balance of convenience is in favour of respecting 
the rights of the tenants. The housing question is not going to 
be settled in a hurry, and until normal conditions return there 
should be as little disturbance as possible with existing tenan- 
cies. The proper course, too, seems to be to raise, as suggested 
in the House of Commons, the limit of rent to which protec- 
tion applies. 


Illegal Contracts of Service and Workmen's 
Compensation. 

In THE case of Pountney v. Turton tante, p. 159), it was 
held that a boy who was injured by accident in the course of 
his employment was not entitled to compensation under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, because his contract of 
service was an illegal contract, and therefore void. Under the 
contract he was bound to work during hours which, for a 
child of his age—i.e., under 14—are prohibited by the Chil- 
dren Act, 1903. The decision followed Kemp v. Lewis (1914, 
3 K. B. 843), where the contract fdt service was void as a 
breach of the Truck Act. This strict view of the law may work 
hardship, as it clearly did in the recent case, and the Home 
Office have had the Workmen’s Compensation (Illegal Em- 
ployment) Bill introduced in the House of Commons in order 
to give power to allow compensation. It proposes to provide as 
follows :— 

If on any proceedings for the recovery under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906, of compensation for an injury, it appears 
to the arbitrator that the contract of service or apprenticeship 
under which the injured person was working at the time when 
the accident causing the injury happened was illegal, the arbitrator 
may, if, having regard to all the circumstances of the case, he 
thinks it proper so to do, deal with the matter as if the injured 
person had at the time aforesaid been a person working under a 
valid contract of service or apprenticeship. 

In this section the expression “‘ arbitrator ’’ includes any person 
by whom a claim for compensation is to be settled in accordance 
with the provisions of the Second Schedule to the said Act. 


Mining and the Right of Support. 

Tue peciston of the Court of Appeal in Thomson v. St. 
Catherine’s College, Cambridge and St. Catherine’s College, 
Cambridge v. Dowager Countess of Rosse (reported elsewhere), 





sary implication from, the instrument of severance. That 
principle was most clearly established in another Inclosure Act 
case (Love v. Bell, 9 A. C. 288), and has been since reaffirmed, 
‘The feature of the present cases is that they form a test for 
most of the property affected by the recent great development 
of the south-east Yorkshire coal field. A hundred years ago, 
when Acts enclosing commons and common fields in this dis- 
trict were being passed, it was known that coal existed under- 
neath the land; but. rights of working it were not mentioned 
because no one then contemplated the working of any mine 
a third of a mile deep as being possible. In some of the pre- 
vious cases it has been assumed or contended that, if certain 
methods of working were adopted, it was possible to avoid 
causing any subsidence. It now appears to be admitted that 
in the case of all deep mines subsidence is unavoidable ; at any 
rate the policy of leaving sufficient coal to prevent it is com- 
mercially impracticable. 


Arbitration Clauses and Stay of Proceedings. 

THE opsecTIoN which the Courts once had to encouraging 
arbitration has long since passed away, and in general where 
legal proceedings have been commenced on a contract con- 
taining a submission to arbitration the defendant is entitled 
to have the proceedings stayed and the submission enforced. 
Statutory effect was given to this rule by sect. 11 of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, and like provision is now made 
by sect. 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. But the application 
for this purpose must be made by the defendant ‘‘ before 
delivering any-pleadings or taking any other step in the pro- 
ceedings,’’ and this requirement has frequently proved fatal. 
Thus, if the defendant obtains an order for further time for 
defence, this is a ‘‘ step in the proceedings ’’ which will prevent 
him from obtaining a stay (Ford’s Hotel Co. v. Bartlett, 1896, 
A. C. 1), or if he applies fpr security for costs (Adams v. 


summons for directions and obtains the benefit of an order made 
thereon, such as for discovery by the plaintiff (County Theatres, 
Limited, vy. Knowles, 1902, 1 K. B. 480), or delivery of 
pleadings: Steven v. Buncle (1902, W. N. 44); Richardson v. 
Le Maitre (1903, 2 Ch. 222); see Ochs v. Ochs Bros. (1909, 2 
Ch. 121). On the other hand, where communications take 


example, an extension of time is arranged (Brighton Marine 
Palace, &c., Co. v. Woodhouse, 1893, 2 Ch. 486), or notice for 
delivery of a statement of claim is given (Ives v. Willans, 
1894, 1 Ch. 68), out of court—this is not a step in the pro- 
ceedings, and an application for a stay is not prejudiced. 


Effect of Ignorance of the Arbitration Clause. 

A NEw point on section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, arose, 
however, in Parker, Gainer & Co. v. Turpin (ante, p. 331; 
1918, 1 K. B. 358). There the plaintiffs brought an action in 
the county court against-the defendant for breach of a written 

contract containing an arbitration clause. The defendant 
took out a summons for particulars of the contract, of the 

alleged breaches and the amount claimed. The plaintiffs took 
out a summons for discovery of documents, and on the hearing 
of the two summonses, together, the defendants solicitor also 
asked for discovery, and an order for mutual discovery was 

made. As a result, apparently, of the discovery, the de- 

fendant obtained a copy of the contract from the. 
plaintiffs, and thereupon found that it contained an 

arbitration clause. He then applied for a stay of 

proceedings and made an affidavit that he was not previously 

aware of the existence of the clause. Apart from this, of 

course, the attendance on the summonses and accepting an 

order for mutual discovery would, on the authority of the cases 

cited above, have been a step in the proceedings which would 





the last of a long line of cases where the owners of mines have ; 
claimed the right to work them without being liable for any 
possible subsidence of the surface, has once more, and, it may 
be hoped, finally, vindicated the principle that the surface 
owner cannot be deprived of his right to support by the sub- 
jacent strata, except by express words contained in, or neces- 


have been fatal to the application. Did it-make any difference 


+ that the defendant when he took this ‘ step’’ was not aware 


of the arbitration clause? It is, of course, an unusual thing 


| for a party not to know his own contract, but the county court 
, judge found as a fact that the defendant did not know of the 
clause, 


It is difficult, however, to see how this can affect the 
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Cattley, 40 W. R. 570), or if he appears on the plaintiff’s ~ 


place between the parties entirely out of court—where, for - 
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“construction of section 4, and the Divisional Court (A. T. 
| Lawrence and Suearman, JJ.) held that it did not. The 
int to which the section is directed is that the defendant 
| shall not have taken a step in the proceedings, and it is not 
' concerned with his knowledge of or want of knowledge of the 
' arbitration clause. Section 4 is, perhaps, ‘a little strict in its 
| requirements, and it may well be that the Court should have 
power to relax them. But while the section stands in its 
present form a defendant who desires to rely on the arbitration 
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un 

ad clause must confine himself to appearance and to such com- 

ain munications with tlie plaintiff as require no recourse to the 

oid > Court; and to be safe he had better do nothing but enter an 
hat | appearance before he makes his application for a stay. 

m = The Definition of “ Workman.” 

7 . = In a rather curious case—MacDonald v. Brown (Times, 
| 17th inst.)—the Divisional Court has just held that a soldier is 
> not-entitled to travel with a workman’s ticket under a Board 

ng © of Trade Provisional Order which contained the common form 

re | clause requiring the railway company to issue this class of 

n- » cheap ticket. The Order in question was the Wakefield and 

ed © District Light Railways Order, 1901, section 70 (1) of which 


d ' contained the provision in question. No satisfactory defini- 
tion of workman exists in any Act of Parliament; or, rather, 


le | special and slightly different definitions are found in the 
mn » Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, the Employers’ Lia- 
re © bility Act, 1881, and the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
D- , 1906. Its meaning under the Railway Acts and Orders has 
l, ~~ long been a matter of doubt, and the present ¢ecision helps to 
r » clear up the matter. Brown was a corporal in the Royal 


t "Defence Corps (which consists of old soldiers from the National 
} Reserve used to guard prison camps, railways, &c.), and acted 
as a non-commissioned officer discharging the usual garrison 
service duties at an internment camp. But he remained ‘par- 
tially in civilian life, carrying out his duties as caretaker of 
© 4n institute near the camp. He spent twenty-four hours on 
= | «amp duty, during which the caretaker’s work was performed 
y his wife, and twenty-four hours in civilian life, when he 
» © @ discharged them himself. He travelled during the proper 
hours between the camp and the institute. It was contended 
on his behalf that he was a ‘‘workman”’ in either of two 
capacities, namely, as ‘‘caretaker’’ of a building, or as a 
“labourer ’’ at an internment camp. But the Court took the 
view that ‘‘ workman ’’ means either a’ manual labourer, or a 
_ skilled mechanic or artizan who works with tools. A “‘ care- 
taker ’’ is neither a skilled nor unskilled manual labourer, and 
a soldier, although he performs chiefly “ fatigue” duty when 
On garrison service, does not thereby ‘lose his character of a 
professional man. The summons, which had been dismissed 
by the justices, was sent back to them with a direction to 
convict. f 


| The New Military Service Act. 


We gave last week an outline of the scheme and provisions of 
the new Military Service Bill. We print elsewhere the text 
of the Bill as it left the House of Commons and was introduced 








in the House of Lords. It has been passed 
substantially in this form, and received the Royal 
Assent on Thursday. In its main _ provisions the 


Bill has received little change. The extension of the mili- 

tary-age up to fifty-one years has been accepted on the 

assurance of the Government that the national emergency re- 

quires it, though without great confidence on the part of many 
# persons that the advantages of this course will outweigh the 
“@ disadvantages; but the proposed power to extend the age by 
® = Order in Council +o fifty-six years (clause 1 (1), proviso (a)) 
has been qualified by the proviso that the draft of any such 
Order shall be presented to Parliament, and the draft Order 
shall not be submitted to His Majesty in Council save on an 
Address from each House praying that the Order may be made. 
’ ‘Under the original Bill there was no exception of ministers 
- ° of religion, this class of men being struck out from the schedule 
> of exceptions ; and there was a clause providing that no minister 
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should be called up for combatant service without. his 
consent (clause 1 (2)). The exception has been restored to the 
schedule in its original terms—‘‘ Men in holy orders or regular 
ministers of any religious denomination’’—and, as a conse- 
quence, the provision as to combatant service has been struck 
out. This again is a matter as to which there was much 
difference of opinion, and the Government made the change in 
the Bill on grounds of expediency ; there was no gain in this 
unusual extension of conscription if public worship and private 
religious aid were to be maintained. 

The provision for extending conscription to Ireland by Order 
in Council remains, and this, of course, has been the most 
contentious part of the Bill; but a new clause—clause 7—has 
been inserted, providing that Orders in Council made under 
the Act, other than an Order in Council under section 1, must 
be laid before Parliament, and ‘‘ if an address is presented to 
His Majesty by either House of Parliament within fourteen 
days after the Order is laid before it, praying that the Order 
may be annulled, His Majesty in Council may annul the Order, 
and it shall thenceforth be void.’” No doubt the word ‘“‘ may ”’ 
here is in effect compulsory, though it would be clearer and 
more straightforward to enact distinctly that in such event 
the Order will be void. As to an Order under section 1, which 
is excepted from clause 7, there is the provision mentioned 
above for the draft being laid before Parliament, 

In clause 3, which gives the King power, by Proclamation 
declaring that a national emergency has arisen, to direct that 
any certificates of exemption shall cease to have effect, words 
have been inserted excluding certificates granted under para- 
graphs (c) and (d) of sub-section (1) of section 2 of the Military 
Service Act, 1916—+.e., on the ground of ill-health or in- 
firmity, or on the ground of conscientious objection. More- 
over, any such Proclamation has been made liable, in effect, 
to annulment on Address from either House of Parliament. 
This is the result of the_addition at the end of clause 3 (1) of 
words applying to such Proclamation the provision of the 
Military Service Act, 1918, s. 2 (5), as to Orders in Council ; 
but this cross-reference might have conveniently been omitted, 
and the provision introduced directly into the present measure. 

Clause 4, which relates to applications. for certificates of 
exemption and to calling up, has been altered by substituting 
the Local Government Board for the King in Council as the 
authority to make regulations in these matters, The result is 
that the Board is given general power over the constitution of 
the tribunals under the Military Service Acts and the procedure 
before them. Any regulations’so made-are to have full effect, 
notwithstanding anything jn the provisions of the Military 
Service Acts, 1916 to 1918, and those provisions, so far as they 
are inconsistent with any regulations so made, are repealed. 
Thus the Local Government Board appears to be empowered 
to sweep away the Local and Appeal Tribunals and the Central 
Tribunal, and to establish different tribunals, and sec. 2 (7) of 
the first Military Service Act of 1916 and the Second Schédule 
can be repealed by the Board. This is a very far-reaching 
power ; it can only be justified by the haste in which the Bill 
is being carried through Parliament; and it will be essential, 
in any changes which are made in the tribunals, to maintain 
for civilians the protection which they are intended to afford 
apainst the undue pressure of military claims. There are, how- 
ever, two legislative safeguards left. One is in the proviso 
which has been added to clause 4 (1), that there shall be no 
alteration of paragraphs (a), (4), (c) or (d) of sub-section (1) 
of section 2 of the Military Service Act, 1916; 7.e., of the four 
grounds on which a certificate of exemption can be applied 
for: —Work of national importance; serious hardship, owing 
to exceptional financial or business obligations or domestic posi- 
tidn ; ill-health or infirmity ; or conscientious objection. The 
other is in the striking out of the paragraph which would have 
enabled the Local Government Board to regulate the right of 
appeal. 

"Botee other alterations of a minor character have been made 
in the original Bill, and the Schedule of Exceptions, in addi- 
tion to including ministers of religion, has been enlarged by 
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the insertion of a paragraph excepting disabled men of 
various classes. This gives effect to Sir AucKLanp GEDDES’ 
pledge, and carries out the suggestion we made last week that 
the pledge should have legislative sanction. 

Of the measure itself it may be said that it is rather less 
welcome than the original Conscription Acts, which is saying 
a good deal ; and if it is accepted without serious protest by the 
men whom it affects in Great Britain, this is on, the under- 
standing that its very drastic provisions will be worked with 
all possible consideration for civilian circumstances and needs, 
and for commercial and industrial requirements. 


The Military Service (Withdrawal 
of Exemptions) Order. 


Tue Director-General of National Service has just issued an 
important Order in exercise of the powers conferred on him by 
section 2 of the Military Service Act, 1918. The operative part 
of the Order we print elsewhere. It has, however, been 
somewhat misunderstood. It does not, as is frequently sup- 
posed, withdraw all exemptions granted to men of Grades 1 
and 2; it merely withdraws certain of such exemptions granted 
to special classes. A brief note of the legal position which the 
Order creates may be useful to those of ‘our readers who have 
tribunal practice. 

First of all it should be noted that there is a great distinction 
between Protection Certificates and Certificates of Exemption. 
Protection Certificates are not statutory forms of exemption at 
all. They are simply warranties of protection from liability 
to be called up granted to men in Controlled Establishments 
by the Munitions Area Recruiting Officer of each area. Men 
who obtain these certificates must comply with certain condi- 
tions as to occupation, grade, age, marital status and medical 
category, set out in the Official List of Protected Occupations. 
They must also be employed in a Controlled Establishment, 
' 4.e., a factory or workshop actually controlled either-by the 
Ministry of Munitions, or the Admiralty, or the War Office. 
On the withdrawal of a Protection Certificate, the man who 
holds it can be called up at once without any period of grace, 
but Regulations in fact provide that he may appeal witliin 
seven days to a tribunal for a certificate of exemption on any 
of the usual grounds. 

These Protection Certificatef, it should be noted, are in no 
way affected by the new Order, which applies solely to Certifi- 
cates of Exemption. Therefore, it does not affect the great 
body of munition workers at all, who constitute the largest 
body of men under forty-three still remaining in civil life. 
Many munition workers, however, are still employed by private 
establishments, not controlled by the Government, who have 
either direct orders from the Ministry of Munitions, or who 
sub-contract for employers having such direct orders. These 
workers do not get protection certificates, but many of them 
obtain certificates of exemption from tribunals. ,The recent 
policy of the Ministry of Munitions, however, so far as one 
can judge from the trend of its activities, is gradually to con- 
centrate all its work in the best-managed, most up-to-date, and 
largest of the controlled establishments: the private works are 
mostly smaller and less well equipped with plant and the latest 
labour-saving devices. Consequently they require more labour 
to turn out the same quantity of work as the controlled estab- 
lishments. By gradually withdrawing orders from such firms 
and placing them with controlled establishments, a saving of 
labour-power is being effected, and men are released for service. 
Protection Certificates all take one of three forms, either 
3476a, or 34768, or 3476w.M.v., and can’ be readily distin- 
guished from a certificate of exemption by noting the number 
of the Army form which heads the certificate. | 

If, then, we eliminate Protection Certificates, there remain 
three classes of genuine certificates of exemption to be con- 
sidered. For our present purpose we need not consider the 
distinction between those granted to attested and those to 





unattested men, but class each of the same ‘kind together. 
First, there are Departmental Certificates granted to indis- 
pensable individuals in the Civil Service and elsewhere, 
Secondly, there are Departmental Certificates granted by a 
department to all individuals who satisfy certain conditions in 


certain “‘ certified classes’’ subject to the authority of that 
department. The chief of these “‘ certified -classes’’ are 
teachers (Board of Education), miners (Home Office), and 
transport workers of many kinds (Board of Trade). The 
exemption of these classes is arranged in.a special way, and in 
the latter two cases special tribunals are set up to deal with 
these cases. Lastly, there are Tribunal Certificates. These 
are of two kinds, namely those granted to men in ‘‘ Certified 
Occupations,’’ who are prima facie entitled to exemption unless 
the Military Representative opposes the grant; and those 
granted to ordinary individuals in uncertified trades. The 
last class bulk most largely in the public Press, but the number 
of certificates actually granted to other than Grade III. men 
in this general class is im fact not great. Again, Tribunal 
Certificates may either be granted on ‘‘ Occupational Grounds” 
or on ‘‘ Personal Grounds,’’ the latter being either (1) hard- 
ship, or (2) medical reasons, or (3) conscientious objection, 
All Departmental Certificates are, of course, *‘ Occupational ” 
Certificates, which form at least 90 per cent. of all that are 
granted. 
- Now, the new Order deals only with Certificates of Exemp- 
tion. It does not touch the first class at all, namely, those 
granted to Civil Servants. It does not make any new pro-, 
visions as regards the second class, those granted to ‘‘ Certified 
Classes’’ by Government Departments; but, for.reasons of 
convenience and the consolidation of separate Orders, it repeats 
and incorporates two recent Orders of the Home Office and 
Board of Trade affecting coal miners‘ and dock transport 
workers respectively; these are known as “ Decertification 
Orders.’’ Its only new scope is to deal with Tribunal Certifi- 
cates, namely, those granted by local tribunals to ordinary 
members of the public whether in certified occupations or 
otherwise. As regards these certificates, it chiefly affects one 
class of occupations, a long ljst of which is set out in Part I. 
of the Order, and which may popularly be described as the 
non-essential industries. But essential and certified occupa- 
tions are also affected by the next three parts of the Order. 
Put briefly the men affected by the Order fall into four 
grand divisions (we give these our own names) :— 

(1) Lurury Trades.—Part I. deals with. these, and 
withdraws exemption from all men of any age up to 43 
whose medical grade is either I. (General Service), or II, 
(Garrison Service). - a 

(2) Essential Trades.—Part II. deals with these and 
withdraws exemption from all Grade I. men within cer- 
tain limits of age, in some cases up to 43, irrespective of 
marital condition. 

(3) Special Classes of Skilled Men.—All men within 
certain age limits lose their certficates. 

(4) Commercial Employees—Clerks in various classes 
of business,” sometimes Grade I. men and sometimes 
Grades I. and II. men, within specified limits of age are 
decertificated. 


It should be noted at once that the certificates withdrawn are 
only occupational certificates, not those granted on personal 
grounds. The Minister of National Service did not receive in 
the Military Service Act, 1918, which was enacted in January, 
any power to cancel other than ‘‘ occupational certificates.” 
The new Bill extends his powers to the case of “hardship” 
certificates, but not ‘‘ medical’’ or “‘ conscientious ’’ exemp- 
tions. But where a certificate has been granted on mixed 
grounds, part of which are ‘‘ occupational,’ the present Order 
cancels the certificate. The result of cancellation is that 
within seven days any man decertificated by the Order can 
apply to a tribunal for a certificate on ‘‘ personal ’’ grounds, 
i.e., ‘‘ hardship,” ‘‘ill-health,’’ or ‘‘ conscientious objection.”’ 





| But he cannot apply on the ground of occupation ; section 2 of 
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the 1918 Act forbids such applications when the Minister of 
National Service has cancelled an ‘‘ occupational ’’ certificate. 

Some minor points may be briefly noted. Where the certifi- 
cates of Grade I. and Grade IT. men, or men in any other 
specified grade, are cancelled, a man who has not been graded 
loses his. certificate. If, on reporting for service and being 
medically examined, he falls into Grade IIF., or any grade 
lower than that decertificated—he will be restored to civil life 
if he at once requests this; but not if hé allows himself to be 
posted to a unit where men of his grade can be employed 
(Order, Explanatory Note 5). It is, therefore, important that 
such men should know and understand their legal position in 
this respect, and every solicitor who advises a non-graded man 
should bring it to his client’s attention. It should be added 
that the Order treats men who have been examined and 
categorized urfder the old system of medical examination, but 
not graded under the new, as in the equivalent grade in that 
category. Grade I. is treated as equivalent to category A; 
Grade II. to categories Bl and Cl; Grade III. to categories 
B2, C2, B3 and C3. 

Again, although no claim for exemption on occupational 
grounds can be made to a tribunal, the Minister of National 
Service will, in cases of special necessity, entertain applications 
to himself on such a ground by or on behalf of a decertified 
man. The application must be made on or before 24th April, 
1918, to the Regimental Recruiting Director—a list of the 
eleven regions for Great Britain is appended to the Order— 
and it must specify correctly eleven points set out in Expla- 
natory Note 4. 

The Order fixes the date at which a decertificated man 
becomes liable to service as the 24th April, 1918. The-effect 
of this is that he can be called up immediately, but the 
practice of the Ministry is to give seven (formerly fourteen) 
days’ notice. It is understood that-in future a call-up notice 
to the head of a one-man business will give thirty days’ grace. 





A Humanist on Law Reform. 


Mr. W. S. Latty has been moved by the recent Address of Mr. 
Samvet Garrett to the Law Society (ante, p: 276) to contribute to 
the current Nineteenth Century an article entitled “A Plea for Law 
Reform.’’ From an author whose interests cover a far wider 
sphere of human interest than the law, and whose point of viéw is 
usually considered to be rather spiritual than material, we should 
expect a novel treatment of the subject, and we are therefore not 
surprised to find the article commencing with a conception of law 
widely different from that commonly held in this country. “ All 
human laws,” says Mr. Litiy, quoting Heractirvs, “derive their 
life from one Divine Law,” and, endeavouring to get back to first 
rinciples, he recurs to the jus naturale or Naturrecht which has, 
or all practical purposes, been banished from our schemes of 
jurisprudence. For him every law must answer to some abstract 
ponte of justice, and, if it does not, so much the worse for the 
aw. “Laws enacted by men are either just or unjust’’—this time 
it is THomas Aquinas whom Mr, Laity quotes. “If they are just, 
they have a binding force in the Court of Conscience, from the 
Eternal Law whence they are derived. . . . Unjust laws are not 
binding in the Court of Conscience, except, perhaps, for the avoiding 
of scandal or turmoil.’”’ No doubt,as Mr. Latty remarks, these words 
of the Angelic Doctor may well make the average British reader 
stare and gasp, and it is to be feared’ that they are very remote from 
the practical considerations by which law is now guided; and 
equally remote from any test which has been applied to law in 
recent times, either here or.on the Continent, Even in Germany, the 
home in happier days 6f Naturrecht, this conception gave place 
under the influence of Saviexy to the historical idea of law, and 
law, which to earlier writers had a Divine origin, came to be derived 
from the customs of the people. It lived, ag he said’, “in the com- 
mon consciousness of the people,’’ and only gradually assumed 
distinct form, and appeared in the shape of abstract rules. To thig 
THERING, in his “ Struggle for Law,” opposed the notion that law 
was not the result of unconscious and painles¢ evolution, but had 
throughout to be fought for, and probably the truth, as usual, lies 
between the two opposing views, that is, between the views of 
Savieny and Imertne, Mr. Latty, with his more spiritual theory, 
represents no doubt the ideal towards which law ought to strive, but 
whether the theory has any further meaning is a matter which lies 
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beyond our scope. “The one Divine event” is in the future, and 
not in the past. - 
Probably Mr. Saucer Garrett, and those who heard or have 
read his Address, are not quite prepared for a disquisition on law 
reform commenced on these lines, but Mr, Latty rapidly comes 
to more practical considerations, and he reminds us of the hard 
things that were said last century by Lord Brovenam and Lord 
Wesrsury on such matters as the growing complexity of the Statute 
Book, and) the multitude of judicial decisions, and on legal educa- 
tion. As to both the former the condition has since then got 
steadily worse. “Human Statute Books,’’ said CarLyYLE—we are 
again indebted to Mr. Lanry for the quotation—* are growing horri- 
ble to think of’’; and that was seventy years ago. “A vast 
portion of the business of the Courts of Common Law,” said Lord 
BrovenamM, “consists in endeavouring to construe clauses which 
are obscure, or inconsistent with clauses of other Acts, or parts of 
the same Act that are inconsistent with each other.’’ How often 
has the same been said since! If we remember rightly it was a 
favourite topic with the late Lord Esuer, and did not Mr. Justice 
DariinG the other day express the hope that the new Military Ser- 
vice Act would differ from the others in being intelligible? Then 
as regards the reports, Lord Westsury said, “Some step should 
be taken for checking the amazing number of reports; I think it 
will be found to be a most serious evil in the administration of 
justice. The accumulation of reports becomes now so great a 
burthen upon the student and upon the judge, that not only is the 
student unequal to the task of collecting or arranging them, but 
the judge is in perpetual apprehension lest some conclusion derived 
by him from principles may be found to be at variance with some 
reported decision contained somewhere or other.’’ This, too, is 
now many years old, and the evil has been growing. True it is 
worse in America than here, where the decisions roll up in each 
separate State as well as in the Supreme Court, and we have some 
interesting information at hand on this matter, which we hope 
to use shortly ; but even here, where the multiplication of reports 
is not nearly so rapid, it is becoming increasing embarrassing. 


On the subject of legal education Mr. Lattry is able to quote Mr. 
Garretr’s Address ag showing the efforts made by the Law Society 
for its encouragement and organisation—efforts which have resulted 
in the establishment in London of “the nearest approach to a 
School of Law which exists in the country.’”’ But, surely, Mr. 
Linty is over-sanguine in thinking that there is any immediate 
prospect of the resuscitation of the project, which was on foot some 
years ago, for the establishment of such a school by the co-operation 
of the Inns of Court and the Law Society. He refers to the peti- 
tion for this purpose to the late King in Council, and to the draft 
Charter in response to it, and says: “It is inconceivable that the 
issue of the Charter should be long delayed.”” But we are not aware 
that there is any moyement just now for the scheme being taken up 
again. Should such a School of Law be established, there can be 
no doubt, says Mr. Latty, that due prominence will be given to 
Roman law; and he adds: “It is the best introduction to general 
jurisprudence and the neagest approach which the world has seen 
to rendering available for the use of men those ideals . which 
constitute a complete jural order’’ ; and he cites in aid! a passage 
from Sir Henry Marne in “Roman Law and Legal Education,” in 
Cambridge Essays, 1856. An excellent study, no doubt, Roman 
law is, but yet to the practising English lawyer—however great 
his edueational interest in law once was—it becomes increasingly 
remote. Utpran and his dicta seem hopelessly irrelevant when you 
haye to consider death duties or, say, the effect of a negative value 
on land duties. 

But the gist of Mr, Garrert’s Address, and also the final topic 
of Mr. Latry’s article, is the constitution of a Ministry of Justice, 
and here Mr. Litny supports Mr. Garrett, though we do not find 
that he adds any fresh reason for this particular reform. He 
rather recapitulates what Mr. Garrett has aiready said; except, 
perhaps, in his suggestion that it should be part of the duty of a 
Ministry of Justice to see that legislation leaves Parliament in an 
intelligible state, and he refers to the scheme in Mir1’s “ Represen- 
tative Government ’’ for a Commission of Legislation, which would 
be charged with the general oversight of the Parliamentary output. 
Really, however, that is a matter rather for Parliament itself to 
attend to than a Ministry of Justice, and, without having a special 
knowledge of the office of the Parliamentary draftsmen, we should 
have thought it could best be arranged by an extension of the 
functions of that office. There ¢an be little doubt, however, that 
this is a question which will become increasingly important. The 
period of reconstruction which we are taught to anticipate will 
be a period, also, for increased Parliamentary activity, and though 
it may not be’possible to put bounds to the mass of impending 
legislation, it should be practieable to make it reasonably simple 
and consistent. 
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Books of the Week. 


Conveyancing. — Elphinstone’s Introduction to Conveyancing, 
with an Appendix dealing with Registered Land. 7th edition. By 
Frepericx Trenruam Maw, B.A., .B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 25s. net. 

wroslalesy. — The Science of Power. 
edition. Methuen & Co, (Limited). 6s, net. 

Elections.—The Representation of the People Act, 1918, and 
the Redistribution of Seats (Ireland) Act, 1918, by Sylvain Mayer, 
K.C, Waterlow and Sons, Limited. 6s. net. 

Criminal Appeal Cases: Reports of Cases in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. January 7, 14, 15, 16 and 28; February 4, 8, 11 and 18, 
ny . Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 
s. net. 


By Bensamin Kipp, 2nd 
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, CASESOOF, THE WEEK 


Court of Appeal. 


Re LOVELESS. FARRER v. LOVELESS. No.1. 12th April. 
Wiu1t—Construcrion—Girt or ‘“‘ a CLeaR Annuity or £2,000 ’— 
Wuerner Free or Income Tax. 

A testator by his will, after directing that all legacies and annuities 
thereby bequeathed should be paid free of estate, settlement estate, 
legacy or succession duty becoming payable thereon, directed his trustees 


- out of the income of his re siduary estate to pay to his wife ‘‘a clear 


annuity of £2,000.”’ 


Held, affirming decision of Eve, J. (ante, p. 121), that the wife was 
not entitled to the annuity free of income taz. 

Re Saillard, Pratt v. Gamble (1917, 2 Ch. 401) applied, 

Appeal by one of the defendants, the widow of the testator, from a 
decision of Eve, J. (reported ante, p. 121). The testator, Thomas 
Henry Loveless, by his will dated 18th July, 1902, after appointin 
executors and trustees and giving various legacies and annuities, a 
devising a freehold house, bequeathed legacies and annuities to servants, 
directing them to be in addition to any wages due to them, and he 
directed that all the legacies and annuities thereby bequeathed should 
be paid free of estate, settlement estate, legacy or succession duty pay- 
able thereon. The testator then devised and bequeathed all his residuary 
real and personal estate to his trustees upon trust for sale and con- 
version, and out of the proceeds to pay his funeral expenses and debts; 
and to provide for the said legacies and annuities, and to invest the 
residue and hold two equal third parts thereof upon trust out of the 
income to pay to his wife ‘‘a clear annuity of £2,000”’ during her 
widowhood, and in the event of her remarriage, then during the 
remainder of her life ‘‘a clear reduced annuity of £1,000 for her 
separate use without power of anticipation,’’ such annuities to be paid 
by equal quarterly payments. The will contained a power to appro- 
priate and retain out of the fund a sufficient portion to answer the 
annuity payable, with power to resort to the capital in case of a defi- 
ciency. The testator died on 12th November, 1916. This was an 
originating summons taken out by the trustees of the will to determine 
(inter alia) whether the widow was entitled to receive her annuity free 
of income tax. Eve, J., held that the use of the word “ clear’ was 
not sufficient to carry with it the additional gift of the income tax, and 
the widow appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Swivren Eapy, L.J., having read the material portions of the will, 
roceeded : The testator obviously had in mind the fact that the 
egacies and annuities given by his will would have to bear certain 
duties. In the administration of an estate the word ‘‘ clear’’ meant 
clear of such deductions as would otherwise have to be made by the 
executors—i.e., in, the present case, free of legacy duty, and such pro- 
— of the total estate duty payable as the annuity would otherwise 

ar, The learned Judge below had held that the direction to pay a 
Clear annuity did not give the annuity free of income tax, and, in his 
lordship’s opinion, that decision was perfectly right. The Income Tax 
Act, 1842, s. 102, enabled the person authorized to make an annual 
payment to deduct the tax payable thereon, and the person entitled 
to the annual payment must allow the deduction, as if the amount 
deducted had actually Leen paid to him. The Income Tax Act, 1853, 
s. 40, extended that power, discharging the person liable to make the 
payment of so much money as the deduction should amount to, and 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1884, s. 24 (3), contained a 

sitive direction that the person paying the annuity should deduct the 
income tax thereon. In his opinion a clear annuity was paid to an 
annuitant where there was paid, first, the income tax charged thereon, 
and then the balance payable direct to the annuitant, the two sums 
making together the full sum payable to the annuitant. The tax was 
paid out of the annuity, and the latter was as much paid to her as if 
the whole annuity had been paid to her without deduction, in which 
case she would have:to pay the income tax thereout herself. In all cases 
where the direction was to pay an annuity without any deduction what- 
ever, or if the words were a clear yearly sum free from all deductions 
and abatement, those words were not sufficient to give to the legatee 
the income tax in addition, but he must bear his own income tax : Re 
Saillard, Pratt v. Gamble (supra). The cases referred to by Eve, J., 
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in his judgment, Peareth v. Marriott (22 Ch. D. 182) and Gleadow v. 
Leathem (22 Ch. D. 269), where the word “ clear’’ was coupled with 
‘* free from all deductions,” were perfectly sound decisions to the same 
effect. The use of the word “clear ”’ itself did not the matter 
any farther. For those reasons his lordship was of opinion that the deci- 
sion of the learned Judge was right, and the will could not be construed 
as if the gift had been one free of income tax. The appeal failed, and 
must be dismissed. 

Bankes, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and NeEvitte, 
J., concurred.—CounseL, Romer, K.C., and C. P. Sanger; Hewitt, K.C., 
and F. B. Farrer; J. M. Paterson. Soxicrrors, Young, Jackson, Beard, 
& King; Farrer & Co. 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.] 








CASES pF LAST-SITTINGS. 


(100 )b2. ® . Lv 
burt of Appeal. “’ 
CATHERINE’S COLLEG CAMBRIDGE. . S&T. 
CATHERINE’S E, CAMBRIDGE v WAGER COUNTESS 
@B-ROSSE. No. I.” 8th, Ith, T2th and d March, 


Mines—Inctosurnp AcT—PREAMBLE—ALLOTTED LaNnDS—UNDERLYING 
MingeRaLs—ResERVATION TO Lonp of MANnoR—WoORKING IMPOSSIBLE 
av Date or Act—No Imptication or Ricut to Let Down SuRFACcE. 


By the preamble to an Inclosure Act of 1914 it was recited that the 
lords of the manor were the owners of the mines and minerals under- 
lying the lands allotted by the award thereto, but neither the Act nor the 
award contained any further reference to mines or minerals, At the 
date of the passing of the Act the working of such mines, owing to their 
great depth, was not contemplated as possible by any of the parties. It 
had now become possible to work them, but not without causing a sub- 
sidence of the surface. 

Held, that in the absence of any express words, the right of the lords 
of the manor to the mines did not carry with it by necessary implica- 
tion any right to let down the surface. 

Love v. Bell (9 A. C. 288) applied. 

Decision of Sargant, J., affirmed. 

These two appeals, by the defendants in the first action and the 
plaintiffs in the second, from decisions of Sargant, J., raised virtually 
the same question, viz., whether, according to the true construction 
of an Inclosure Act and award of 1814, St. Catherine’s College, Cam- 
bridge, as lords of the manors of Campsall and Norten and another 
defendant as lord of the manor of Askern, all in the county of York, 
were entitled to the mines and minerals underlying the lands allotted 
to the predecessors in title of the plaintiffs in the first and the defend- 
ants in the second action; and further, whether, ‘if they were so en- 
titled, the mine-owners had the right to work the mines so as to let 
down the surface of the land without any liability to pay compensation 
to the surface owners. Upon the first point, as to the title to the 
minerals, the cases do not call for any report, the Court upholding 
their previous decision, and that of Eve, J., in St. Catherine’s College, 
Cambridge v. Rosse (1916, 1 Ch. 73), when it was held that the lords 
of the manor were entitled to the mines and minerals under the com- 
mons and wastes of the manor of Norton. The Act in question was 
the Norton Inclosure Act, 1814 (54 Geo. 3, c. cxxxvi.), incorporating the 
Inclosure (Consolidation) Act, 180i (41 Geo. 3, c. 109), and the preamble 
thereof contained a recital that the lords of the manor were “‘ owners 
of the soil of the commons and wastes within the manor, and of the 
mines and minerals therein.’’ The Act, however, except in the pre- 
amble, contained no reference whatever to mines or minerals, but section 
66 was a saving clause, saving all existing rights, estates and interests 
not given any allotment or compensation under the Act, or required 
to be barred, destroyed or extinguished by it. The coal underlying 
the lands was known as the Barnsley Seam, and lay 568 yards below 
the surface, but though its existence was known in 1914, it was not 
then estimated to be of any value, as according to the then state of 
knowledge, and having regard to the methods then used, it would have 
been considered absolutely impossible to work coal at this depth. In 
1835 the deepest pit in Yorkshire was only 135 yards. In ‘both actions 
Sargant, J., decided the second question in favour of the surface owners, 
holding that the mine owners had not the right to work the mines 
80 as to let down the surface. The lords of the manors, as mine owners, 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., having stated the above facts, proceeded: It 
was now a fact accepted by al jes as common ground that it was 
now impossible to work the minerals without letting down the surface, 
having regard to their great depth and the nature of the strata. The 
mine owhers insisted that when the mines were severed, and the surface 
vested in other persons, those persons only acquired the surface subject 
to the right of the mine owners to let it down in working underneath 
it, and that whether mines were the subject of a grant or of an excep- 
tion, a right without which the mines could not be enjoyed was of 
necessity included and implied. They songht to distinguish all the 
previous cases where it had been held that there was no right in the 
mine owner to work so as to let down the surface, on the ground that 
in those cases it was admitted or assumed or proved that the mines 
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could be worked without letting down the surface, but in the present 
case it was agreed that unless the surface was let down the minerals 
could not be worked at all. The probable extent of subsidence would 
be 60 per cent. of the thickness of the seam, or between 5 and 6 feet. 
The mine owners also relied on the rule of law that where anything 
was granted, the means to attain it were also granted, although not 
mentioned, as stated in Sheppard’s Touchstone, p. 89, ‘‘ when anything 
is granted, all the means to attain and all the fruits and effects of it 
are granted also, and shall pass inclusive together with the thing, by 
the grant of the thing itself.’’ And the same rule extended to excep- 
tions : Sheppard, p. 100, and Co. Litt., p. 56a. But the surrounding cir- 
cumstances were o@ great importance when the question was not of 
continuing a grant or exception of express powers of working, but 
what rights or powers ought to be implied, that is, must have been in 
the contemplation of the parties at the time of the contract : Rowbotham 
v. Wilson (8 H. L. C. 348). It was impossible to assume that any of 
the parties to the Inclosure Act in 1814 ever contemplated the future 
working of coal seams at so great a depth as 568 yards. The authorities 
shewed that, as the mine owners were unable to establish that, either in 
express language*or by necessary implication, there was conveyed to 
them any right to let down the surface, they had no such right : Love 
v. Bell (9 A. C. 288), per Lord Selborne ,citing with approval the opinion 
of Lord Blackburn in Davis y. T'reharne (6 A. C. 467) : “ I think it must 
be taken as perfectly settled ground that as of common right the sur- 
face land has a right to be supported by subsequent strata of minerals.”’ 
And again, at pp. 291 and 293, and per Lord Watson, at p. 297, and 
Lord Bramwell, at p. 300. That case clearly established that any mine 
owner, claiming a right to let down surface, and deprive the surface 
owner Of his ordinary right of support, must shew that in his grant 
or exception there were words which expressly or impliedly conferred 
that right : Butterknowle Colliery @o. (Limited) vy. Bishop Auckland 
Industrial Co-operative Co. (Limited) (1906, A. C. 305) was to the same 
effect, and in that case it appeared that the mines could not be worked 
commercially without letting down the surface. There was no trace 
in those cases of any suggestion that, if the mines could not be worked 
without letting down the surface, the right to do so necessarily fol- 
lowed. The case of Butterley Co. (Limited) v- New Hucknall Colliery 
Co. (Limited) (1910, A. C. 381), where an express right to work a lower 
seam had been reserved, did not assist the appellants, as there the right 
to let dgwn the upper seam was necessarily implied, all parties knowing 
that the lower seam could not otherwise be worked. The appeals by 
the mine owners therefore failed, and would be dismissed. 

Bankes, L.J., and Eve, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Maugham, K.C.,>and Dighton Pollock; Talbot K.C., and 
MacSwinney ; Romer, K.C., and E. H. Brydges. Soricrrors, Emmet 
d: Co., for Claude Leatham & Co., Wakefield ; Frere Cholmeley & Co.; 
Cooper & Co., for Davies, Sanders &: Swanwick, Chesterfield ; Merriman, 
White & Thomson; King, Wigg & Brightman, for Broomhead, Wight- 


man & Moore, Sheffield. 


[Reforted by _H. Laneronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


‘tate ) bn 28 i, 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
KLUG ». KLUG. Neville, J. 20th March. 


Wui—Power Tro ADVANCE—D1scRETION or TRUSTEE—RaIstInc Doty 
out or Corpus—JURISDICTION. 


A_ will contained an ‘advancement clause of the usual character, 
giving the trustees a discretion to raise and apply a moiety of the vested 
share for the benefit of the child—a daughter—as they should think fit. 
It was arranged that the duty should be paid by instalments, but the 
child, by reason of the increased cost of living, became unable to pay 
the last two instalments, and applied to the trustees, who were the 
widow and the Public Trustee, for aasistance. They took dut a sum- 
mons asking the Court if it was within the discretion of the trustees 
under the power of advancement to pay the duty out of corpus, and the 
Court held that it was. The Public Trustee was willing toexercise the dis- 





\ cretion in favour of the daughter, but the widow absolutely refused to 


assist her daughter because she had married without her approval. The 
summons having accordingly been restored, 

Held, that under the circumstances the widow had not exercised a 
discretion at all, but had in fact refused to exercise any discretion, and 
that the Court would direct the trustees to raise the duty out of corpus. 


This was a summons by trustees for directions as to what they should 
do with regard to raising money to pay duty. The facts were as 
follows : Under a will one-third of the testator’s residuary estate was 
to be held in truét: for his daughter, who was then an infant, for her 
life, without power of anticipation, with remainder to her issue, with 
certain remainders over, and the testator empowered his trustees to 
raise any part not exceeding a moiety of the vested share for the time 
being of any of his said children finder any of the trusts of the will, 
and to ps the same for the advancement and benefit of such 
children in such manner as his trustees should think fit. Legacy duty 
became payable in respect of the daughter’s beneficial interest in the 
residue. In 1911 an order was made by the Court for the administra- 
tion of the testator’s estate. In 1915 the daughter reached her majority, 
and the Inland Revenue authorities agreed to accept payment of the 
legacy duty in respect of the daughter’s settled share by instalments, 
and the daughter thereupon mortgaged her life interest and paid two 





of such instalments. In 1916 the daughter married, and became unable 
to pay by reason of increased expenses_the remaining instalments, and 
applied for assistance to her trustees, who were the testator’s widow 
and the Public Trustee. The trustees took out a summons to determine 
whether it was within their discretion to raise money and pay the duty 
out of corpus under the advancement clause. The Court decided that 
this was within their discretion, and the summons stood over for them 
to exercise such discretion. The Public Trustee was willing to exer- 
cise it in favour of the daughter, but the widow was not. She refused 
to assist the testator’s daughter because she had married without her 
consent. The summons was accordingly restored for the Court’s 
decision. 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said ; On the evidence I have 
come to the conclusion o~ the testator’s widow has not really exer- 
cised her discretion at all. She has in effect refused to do so. It isa 
case in which one of ‘two trustees was willing to exercise their discre- 
tion under the power for the welfare of the daughter, and the other 
trustee declined altogether to exercise it. What ought the Court to 
do? Under the circumstances the Court, in the exercise of its discre- 
tion, will direct the trustees to raise out of the corpus of the daughter’s 
settled share an amount sufficient to pay the mortgage and the two 
remaining instalments of the duty, and I make that order accordingly. 
—CounseL, Howard Wright; Ward Coldridge, K.C., and C. J. Church; 
Swords; Beebee. Soricrtors, Freshfields; Eardley Holt, Lightly & 
Co.; Norman Hunt. 

[Reported by“, .M. Maf, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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JONES v. TRINDER, CAPRON & CO. Neville, J. 27th March. 
PRACTICE—AFFIDAVITS TAKEN OFF FILE—SuBSEQUENT -USER oF COPIEs. 

An order taking affidavits off the file has the effect of, destroying 
the public record of the statements contained therein, but does not 
make tt illegal to use copies thereof. ; 

This was a motion in an action to restrain the user of a photograph 
of a certain document destroyed, and copies of affidavits taken off 
the file by agreement under the following circumstances :—The defend- 
ants, a frm of solicitors, had brought an action against Jones, who 
was their clerk, alleging breaches ot the restrictive covenants in his 
agreement with them, and on an interlocutory application in that 
action Jones had exhibited the original letter of employment, and it 
contained an alteration of the restrictive clause in his favour, which 
purported to be initialled by the firm, and which he alleged was made 
at tne time the contract was entered into. The firm in their affidavits 
alleged that it was a forgery, and no order was made on the motion, 
and the action was subsequently settled upon the terms that the 
original letter of employment be destroyed, and the affidavits relating 
thereto taken off the tile. This was done, but the firm refused to 
withdraw their allegation of forgery, and nothing was said about 
copies of the documents, In 1918 Jones completed his articles and 
passed his examinations, and applied for admission as a solicitor to 
the Law Society. The firm lodged an objection against his admission, 
and exhibited a photograph of tne alleged forged document and copies 
of the affidavits. Thereupon Jones commenced this action, and now 
moved for an injunction to restrain the firm from using this photo- 
graph and these copies of affidavits. 

Nevitz, J., after stating the facts, dismissed the motion. In the 
course of his remarks he said ; An order taking affidavits off the file 
has the effect of destroying the public record thereof, and renders the 
statements therein no longer privileged, but does not make it illegal 
to use copies of the affidavits-that have been*removed from the file. 
In this case there is no evidence that at the time the previous action 
was settled information was intentionally withheld from Jones that 
a photograph had been taken of the letter, and the fact that photo- 
graphs might have been taken was common knowledge to both parties, 
and Jones has made ho application to set aside the order in that action. 


CounseLt, Hogg, K.C., and N. 8. Preston; Jenkins, K.C., and Dighton 


Soxicrrors, W. & W. Stocken; Trinder, Capron & Co, 
[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HARRIES v. CRAWFORD AND-OTHERS. Petersov, Fe 
27th February; Ist, 5th, 6th and 12th March. 


Epvucation—DismissaL oF Master—Conssent or Locat Epvucation 
AUTHORITY—IRREGULARITY IN APPOINTMENT OF SCHOOL MANAGERS— 
Epvcation Act, 1902, s. 7 (1) (c). 

A master of a.non-provided school is not entitled to invoke the aid 
of section 7, sub-section (1) (c), of the Education Act, 1902, to complain 
that he has not been properly dismissed, because the consent of the 
Education Authority has not been obtained ta his dismissal. 

,Young v. Cuthbert (1906, 1 Ch. 451) followed. 

Smith v. MacNally (1912, 1 Ch. 816) not followed. ‘tn 

The mere fact that the acting board of managers purporting to dismisa 
the master was not a duly constituted body does not of itself invalidate 
the dismissal. 

Meyers v. Hennell (1912, 2 Ch. 256) followed. 4 

There is no necessity for a board of managers to give a master an 
opportunity of being heard before giving him the proper notice of dia- 
missal. 

This was an action by a schoolmaster who had been dismissed by 
the managers claiming that they could not lawfully dismiss him (1) 
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without the consent of the local education authority, (2) because they 
were not a properly constituted body, and (3) without giving him a hear- 
ing. The facts were as follows: ‘he plaintiff was head master of the 
boys’ school at Sonning, Berkshire. On 22nd March, 1917, the 
diocesan inspector held a voluntary examination at the school in re- 
ligious subjects, and appears to have reported somewhat unfavourably 
as to the elder boys. The plaintiff was dissatisfied with the report 
and consulted with the other teachers and sent a letter of protest, signed 
by the other teachers, to the said diocesan inspector. He then received 
a letter from one of the managers reprobating his conduct in making 
the protest, and on behalf of the managers purporting to suspend 
him and to report his conduct to the Berks Education Committee with 
a view to his dismissal. The plaintiff thereupon withdrew his protest 
and apologised to the inspector, but subsequently received a notice 
from the managers to terminate his engagement pursuant to a reso- 
lution which they had passed at a managers’ meeting. The education 
committee had written to the managers to say that their consent was 
not required for the dismissal. 

Prererson, J., after stating the facts, said : In this case it is somewhat 
startling to discover that, after the education committee have dis- 
claimed any right to interfere, the plaintiff says that it is open to 
him to contend that their consent ‘is necessary to the termination of 
his agreement; but apart from this, and assuming that the grounds 
on which the defendants desire to’ terminate the agreement are not 
connected with the giving of religious instruction within section 7 (1) (c) 
of the Education Act, 1902, the question is whether that is a substantive 
enactment prohiLiting managers of a non-provided school from dismiss- 
ing a teacher without the consent of the education authority, so that 
it is open to the teacher to say that the absence of the consent invali- 
dates the dismissal. Of course, if the section is one of which a teacher 
cannot. avail himself, the question whether the grounds of dismissal 


were connected with religious instruction does not arise. I adopt the 
view of Buckley, J., in Young v. Cuthbert (supra), that clauses (a)—(e) 
of sub-section 1, of section 7, are conditions which have to be fulfilled 


in order that the education authority shall be liable to maintain and 
keep tflicient a non-provided school; that they are only limitations 
on that liability, and only regulate the relations between the managers 
of such a school and the education authority, and are not positive and 
independent enactments which give rights to the teachers. In Smith 
v. MacNally (supra) Warrington, J., whose attention was not called 
to Young v. Cuthbert (supra), appears to have come to an opposite 
conclusion ; but in the present case I have been convinced by the reason- 
ing of Buckley, J., and I accordingly hold that the plaintiff is not 
entitled to invoke the aid of clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section (7), o1 
to complain that he has not been properly dismissed because the consent 
of the education authority has not been obtained. To the plaintiff's 
other contention a conclusive answer is provided by clause 3 of part B 
of the first schedule to the Act of 1902, under which the proceedings 
of a body of managers are not invalidated by any defect in the 
election or appointment of any managers (see Meyers v. Hennell 
(supra)), With regard to the plaintiff's third contention, the agreement 
is determinable on three months’ notice by either party, and the regu- 
lations of the education committee dealing with cases where their 
consent is required under section 7, sub-section (1) (c). of the Act do 
not any more than the sub-section itself confer any rights on the teacher. 
The plaintiff’s contentions accordingly fail, and the action is dismissed 
with costs.—Counset, Maugham, K.C., and A. A. Thomas; Tomlin, 
K.C., and Sheldon. Sotscrrors, Baker & Nairne; Rawle, Johnstone & 
Co., for Blandy & Blandy, Reading. 


{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





King’s Bench Division. 
LONG AND WARNER v. SMITHSON. Div. Court. 18th March. 


Contract—INpvuctING To Break Contract oF EMPLOYMENT—EVIDENCE OF 
INDUCEMENT—Nortice or ConTrRacT—SvUBSISTENCE or CONTRACT. 


Tn an action for inducing to break a contract of employment, it is 
not sufficient merely to prove that a legal contract still subsists of which 
the defendant had notice. It must be shewn also that there is a sub- 

_gisting contract which one party at least is still willing and able to per- 
Where the contract is already rescinded, or where the employer 
is no longer able and willing to perform it, and in substance and in fact 
the contract is at an end, an action for inducing the breach of it cannot 
be maintained, 


Action in the Westminster County Court claiming damagés 
against the defendant for inducing certain persons to break a contract 
of partnership dated 4th December, 1916, entered into between the 
plaintiffs and those persons for performances at music-halls by ‘“‘ The 
Jutland Boys”’ for a period of one year from the date of the contract. 
whereby the partners agreed not to appear during the term of the 
partnership in any theatrical or music-hall performance other than 
that conducted by the partnership, and the defendant took the said 
payee into her employment. The inducement charged was stated as 

aving been made at some time between June, 1917, and 7th July. 
1917, when the defendant promised to help the persons named to obtain 
engagements; further, that she, in fact, obtained them their first en- 
gagement at the Royalty Theatre, Chester, in July, 1917, and at other 
times; and allowed then to use her name in advertisements and play- 
bills, and to state in a newspaper of 7th July, 1917, that they were 
presented. by the defendant, and allowed them to hold a rehearsal of 





the said persons on or about 5th July, 19i/, and advanced or paid to 
them or on their behalf moneys for their fares from London to Chester 
on or about 17th July, 1917. The county court judge held that no 
case had been made against the defendant, and that the only evidence 
of any inducement was the evidence of one of the performers with 
whom the plaintiffs alleged the partnership, that he and a number of 
others went to the defendant and told her that ‘‘ the show had already 
broken up,”’ and they applied to her for assistance. The only thing 
she was told was that the show was broken up altogether. The 
judge held that it could not be said in those circumstances that the 
defendant’s action amounted to an interference tq her knowledge 
with the contract, which otherwise would have gone on. The tontract 
in any real sense had come to an end; whether legally or not had 
nothing to do with it, and the question was whether the mischief had 
been done already.. 1t was clear that, according to the state of facts 
given to the plaintiff, the thing had already broken up, no matter by 
whose fault, and nothing she could do would affeet it. Judgment was 
accordingly given for the defendant, and the plaintiffs appealea: 

Avory, J., said that in his opinion this appeal failed. The particu- 
lars given of the alleged inducement amounted to this, that the de- 
fendant had induced certain persons to break their contract by promis- 
ing to get them theatrical and music-hall engagements. The county 
court judge found that there was no evidence that the defendant had 
induced those persons, in the ordinary sense, to break their contract 
maliciously or at all; and if that had ibeen the only ground argued in 
the case it would have been easy to dispose of it. But the claim was 
also made against the defendant for continuing these persons in her 
employment after she had notice that they were under a contract of 
employment with the plaintiffs. This contention was based on the 
decision of De Franéesco v. Barnum (39 W. R. 5, 45 Ch. D.. 430), in 
which Fry, J., followed a case of Blake v. Lanyon (6 Term. Rep. 221), 
and in the course of his judgment said that the action was for induc- 
ing apprentices to break their contracts, and thus raised the most im- 
portant question in the case, whether or not valid contracts existed 
between the plaintiff and the infant defendants the apprentices. 
Assuming this to be good law, it seemed to be essential as the foundation 
of such an action-as the present that there should be notice to the 
defendant of a subsisting contract which one party at all events was 
still willing and able to perform, and that an action could not Le main- 
tained on the mere proof that there had been a contract which had either 
been rescinded, or where the former employer was not in a position to 
perform it or was not able and willing to. perform it. The county court 
judge had évidence before him which justified him in finding, as he 
did, that in substance and fact the alleged partnership was at an end. 
The doctrine laid down in De Francesco v. Barnum (supra) must be 
qualified in the sense that it was necessary to prove that the former 
employer was still able and willing to perform the contract, This appears 
from a passage in the judgment of Lord Macnaghten in Quinn v. 
Leathem (50 W. R. 139; 1901. A. C. 495). where he was approving of 
Lumley v. Gye (1 W. R. 432, 2 El. & Bl. 216). He sai@: “I think the 
decision was right, not on the ground of malicious intention—that was 
not, I think, the gist of action—but on the ground that a violation of 
legal right committed knowingly is a cause of action, and that it is a 
violation of legal right to interfere with coritractual relations recognized 
by law if there be no sufficient justification for the interference.’ In 
his opinion (Avory, J.) there was certainly sufficient justification for 
the inference the county court judge drew from the facts of this 
particular case: his decision twas right, and_ the appeal should be 
dismissed. 

SHEARMAN, ,J., concurred.—Counset, Higgins, for appellant; Sir 
Hugh Fraser, for respondent. Soticrrors, Heywood 4: Ram; Michael 
Abrahams 4: Co. 


(Reported by G. H. Kyorv, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Solicitors’. Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Roll. 


April 9.—Witt1aM Garner (Senr.), High-street, Uxbridge. 
» 9.—Davip Grirrirn Davies. 
»,  9&—Montacus W. DesBoroveH. 
» 9.—Joun C. C. Prior. 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette for 12th April contains the following :— 
1. An Order in Council, dated 12th April, further amending the Pro- 
clamation, dated the 10th day of May, 1917, and made under Section 8 








of~the Customs and Inland Revenue* Act, 1879, and. Section 1 of the - 


Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the Custgms (Exporta- 
tion Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United 
Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was prohi- 
bited. A large number of goods are added to Class (A), the exportation 
being thus prohibited to all destinations. These include a number of 
chemicals; leather gloves (men’s); motor vehicles, motor bicycles and 
their co ment parts and accessories; fish oils; resins; silver bullion 
and articles; surgical bandages and dressings; manufactures of tin; 


wool-grease and articles and mixtures containing wool-grease, 


















































© the list of persons and bodies of persons to whom articles to Le exported 
"to China or Siam may be consigned. 


4 #4, Makin-street, Walton, Liverpool, to be a Member of the Appeal 


4 Man, with certain adaptations, the Increase of Rent and. Mortgage 
Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, as amended by Sections 4 (1), 
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~ 2. A Notice that certain additions or corrections have been made to ! REGISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT SHIPS: 


Whereas by Section 80 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, power is 
3. A Notice of the appointment of Mr. George Milligan, M.B.E., of | 8'V@2 to His. Majesty, by Order in Council, vo make Regulations as to 
the manner in which Government Ships may be registered as British 
Tribunal for the County of Lancaster. Chips under the Berchass Gixpping Acte: 
The London Gazette of the 16th April contains the following :-— wien Ot eee an, ne ee ee ae bar 
4. An Order in Council, dated 13th April, applying to the Isle of | gm Gouncil, either generally or as respects any upeulal clea of cath Giga, 
apply to such Ships when registered in accordance with -such Reguia- 
ons : 
And whereas on account of urgency the Regulations hereinafter con- 
tained should come into immediate operation : 
; Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, that the following Regula- 
A Proclamation tions shall come into operation forthwith as Provisional Rules im. accord- 
ance with the provisions of Section 2 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
and shall have effect as regards any Government™Ships in thé service 
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§ and 7 of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917. 





RELATING TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE UNITED 


ie KInepom. “ty of the War Department. 
{Recital of Section forty-three of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1, An application for registry of a Government Ship in the service of 
» 1876, &c.]} the War Department shall be made in writing undet the hand of the 


be as 












As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided, | Secretary of the War Office. Such application shall contain the follow- 
the importation into the United, Kingdom of the following goods is | ing particulars :— 


hereby prohibited, viz. :— ; (1) A statement of the name and description of the Ship. 
Boots, shoes and slippers of all materials, not already prohibited. (2) A statement of the time when, and place where, the Ship was 
Brislings, herrings, sprats and mousses, tinned, in oil or tomato built ; or, if the Ship was foreign built, and ithe time and place cf 
or other dressing. building are unknown, a statement to that effect, and of her foreign 
Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shall name. 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given by (3) A statement of the nature of the title to the said Ship, whether 
or on behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and by original construction by or-for the War Department, or by pur- 
conditions of such licence. ? . eS 2 chase, capture, condemnation, or otherwise, and a list of the docu- 
This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 24) merits of title, if any, in case she was not originally constructed by 
Proclamation, 1918. ; ; or for the War. Department. 
13th April. (Gazette, 16th April. ‘ (4) A statement of the name of the Master. 
o * . * * 





: 4. Upon the transfer of a registered Government Ship in the service 

Orders in Council. of the War Department by Bil of Sale tthe War Hennetisent shall be 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATION. the transferor, and the Bill of Sale shall be in Form A. in the proper 
[Recitals. ] form prescribed under the Principal Act, omitting the covenant therein 
contained. Any such Bill of Sale shall be signed by the Secretary cf 


It is hereby ordered that the following amendment be made in the the War"Office on behalf of the War Department. 


Defence of the Realm-Regulations :-— 





Working of Ceal. 6. The person to whom the management of any Government Ship in 
the service of the War Department is entrusted by the War Department 


After Regulation 9ce¢ the following regulation shall be inserted :— shall be registered as provided by Section 59 (2) of the Principal Act. 


‘“9aGe.—(1) Where the Board of Trade are of opinion that for the 





urpose of increasing the supply of coal or coal of any class, it is expe- | . 7. Government Ships in the service of the War Department registered 
dient to work any samen of cat which is in, near or adjacent to any a in pursuance of the provisions of this Order in Council are hereby 
mine, and is for thé time being unworked, the Board may authorize any excluded from the category of Ships belonging to His Majesty within 
person to take possession of the seam and get the coal therefrom, and,* the meaning of Sections 557 to 564 of wah 3 ty Act, = 
Subject as hereinafter provided, for the,purpose aforesaid to enter on 8. Where any Section of the Merchant Shippin Acts which, by virtue 
and take possession of any land and execute such works and do euch of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, and this Or ver in Council, is applic- 
other things as they or he reasonably consider necessary. able to Government Ships in the service of the War Department imposes 
Provided that nothing in this regulation shall authorize the opening | ay duty or liability or confers any right or power ypon or contemplates 
of any new surface works. y any act being performed by the owner of a Ship such duty, liability, 
(2) The Board of Trade befére authorizing auiy person to take posses. right or power shall, subject always to the other Sgr lng 8 of this Order 
sion of any seam of coal in pursuance of this regulation shall give public | in Council, be carried out, borne, or exercised by the War Department 
notice of their intention in such manner as appears to the Board best | on behalf of His Majesty. = v. , 
calculated to bring their intention to the knowledge of the owners of the 7 : ¢ 
land in which the seam is situate. ‘ 13th April. {Gazette, 16th April. 
(3) The Board of meee shall pays ae wc a kept accurate 
of the site and extent of any seam of coal of whic ssession is taken ; er : 
under this regulation, and ain, unless for any recede: appears to the Admiralty Notice to Mariners. 
aeee eeeney so to do, accounts of the tonnage-of the coal gotten No. 491 of the year 1918. 
rom ; sia « R = 
(4) In determining the amount of compensation to be paid for any SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS TO MERCHANT VESSELS. 
coal gotten under this regulation regard should be had to the royalties Fornier Notice.—No. 373 of 1918; hereby cancelled. 
current in the same mining district for the same class of coal whether (1) Information respecting War Instructions for Merchant Vessels. 
upon an acreage or a tonnage basis.” = - (2) Caution as to obeying Orders received fgom H.M. Ships, &c. 
13th April. (Gazette, 16th April. (3) Use of Mine Protection Gear by Vessels. 
a ae (4) Procedure for Visit and Search of hr = by H.M. Ships. 
r IST +f J; ry 5) Regulations with regard to Vessels’ Lights. : 
ies: FE a Ce ae (The Notice is a seville opie the above heads of the former Notice 
(Recitals. ] quoted above ; we have already sufficiently indicated ite nature (see ante, 
And whereas it appeats to His Majesty to be expedient that the | p 332)). 
{Humber} Area should be extended, and that the Petty-Sessional Divi- 12th April. . [Gazette, 16th April. 
sion of Epworth, in the administrative County of the Parts of Lindsey, ane 
in the county of Lincoln, should be included therein A ‘t Ord 
Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, as follows :— Army Counci rders, 
The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and HEMP (RESTRICTION OF CONSUMPTION) ORDER, 1918, 





any Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are hereby, applied AMENDMENT. 
ees See pee ee me Oe Schedule hereto. | [Recital of the Hemp (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1918.) 
Schedule. | Now, therefore, &c., the Army Council hereby order that the said 


| 
i we . . Order shall be amended as follows :— 
was Hartivs Ase, Wiis, the ance: comatiting the Obey. of Kingston.“ 53 fo Cheap 1 the words ‘‘ or any hackled Tows produced therefrom 


ness, South Holderness, North Hunsley Beacon, South Hunsley Beacon, | DP pak hereto annexed. (Gazette, 16th April. 
Howdenshire, and a and Derwent, in the East Riding of the County | 2 3 4 
of York, and the Petty Sessional Divisions of Grimsby, Caister, Brigg, | he ot Rf aR Iv . 
Barton-upon-Humber, Scunthorpe and Epworth, in the administrative THE TOW (RESTRICTION OF CONSUMPTION) ORDER, 1918. . . 
County of the Parts of Lindsey, in the County of LincoJn. 1. No person shall without a permit issued by or on behalf of the Flax 
13th April. (Gazette, 16th April. Control. Board purchase, sell or deal in any Tow produced by hackling 
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Flax of any description or Hemp of the description set out in the Sche- 
dule annexed to the Hemp (Restriction of Consumption) Order, 1918. 
2. Nothing in this Order shall be deemed to refer to Scutching Tow. 
5. This Order may be cited as The Tow (Restriction of Consumption) 
Order, 1918. 
13th April. (Gazette, 16th April. 


Home Office Order. 
METROPOLITAN AND CITY POLICE DISTRICTS. 
STAGE CARRIAGES. 
Additional Order dated 8th April, 1918, made by the Secretary of State 
in pursuance of the Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 1859 (32 & 
33 Vict., cap. 115). 

In pursuance of Section 8 of the Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 
1869, I hereby prescribe as follows :— 

1, Notwithstanding anything contained in Paragraph 18 of the Order 
made by me and dated ‘the lst May, 1917, a licence to act as driver or 
as conductor of a tramcar, or upon the special recommendation of a 
proprietor a licence to act either as driver or as conductor of a tramcar 
may be granted by the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis to « 
discharged Soldier or Sailor who is physically fit for the work, provided 
that the applicant is not less than 19 years of age. 

2. This Order shall be read as part of the said Order of the Ist May, 
1917. 

3. This Order shall come into force on the 12th April, 1918, and shail 
continue in force until the termination of the present War. 

8th April. [Gazetfe, 12th April. 


\-—_—_- — 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
TREADLE LATHES. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 30a 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations the Minister of Munitions 
hereby orders that the war material to which that Regulation applies 
shall include Treadle Lathes of 3 in. Centres or oyer suitable for use 
in cutting or working metal or suitable for use in cutting, working or 
operating on wood. 

Nore.—All applications for a permit to purchase or enter into nego- 
tiations for the purchase of the war material referred to in the above 
Order should be made to the Bxecutive Officers of the Area Clearing 
House Boards whose addresses may be obtained upon application to 
the Director, Central Clearing House, Ministry of Munitions, Charing 
Cross Buildings, W.C. 2. 

All applications for a permit to sell or enter into negotiations for 
sale of the war material referred to in the above Order should be made 
to the Controller of Machine Tools, Ministry of Munitions, Charing 
Cross Buildings, W.C. 2. 


15th April. [Garette, 16th April. 


THE MICA CONTROL ORDER, 1918. 


1. No person shall as from the date hereof until further notice pur- 
chase or take delivery of any Mica as hereinafter defined situated in 
the United Kingdom except under and in accordance with the terms 
of a licence issued under the authority of the Minister of Munitions, 
or sell or deliver any such Mica to any person other than the holder 
of such a licence and in accordance with the terms thereof. 

2. No person shall as from the date hereof until further notice use 
any Mica for the purpose of any manufacture or work except under 
and in accordance with the terms of a licence issued under the authority 
of the Minister of Munitions. 

3. Returns.) 

4. Licences.) 

5. Definition.] 

6. This Order may be cited as the Mica Control Order, 1918. 

Nore.—Any person acting in contravention of or failing to comply 
with the above Order or making a false return will be guilty of an 
offence under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and be liable to 
penalties of fine and imprisonment. 

15th April. (Gazette, 16th April. 





National Service Order. 
ORDER UNDER THE MILITARY SERVICE ACT, 1918, Section 2. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon me by Section 2 of the 
Military Service Act, 1918, I, the Right Honourable Sir Auckland 
Campbell Geddes, K.C.B., Director-General of National Service, do 
hereby order as follows :— 

1. ? do hereby withdraw as from the 24th day of April, 1918, every 
certificate of exemption from military service granted or renewel wholly 
or partly on occupational grounds which is held by any man, whether 
attested or unattested, who is within any of the classes or descriptions 
and fulfils the conditions specified in the Schedule hereto. 

2. As from the said 24th day of April, 1918, any certificate to which 
this Order applies shall cease to be in force. 

3. In exceptional cases consent to the making of an application to a 
Tribunal on occ 


ficate comes within the terms of this Order may be granted by me, or by 


any persons generally or specially, authorized by me in this behalf, and 
such consent may be unconditional or subject to such terms and condi- 
tions as may be expressed therein. 

4. This Order shall come into force forthwith, and may be cited as 
the Military Service (Withdrawal of Exemptions) Order (No. 1), 1918. 

Dated this 9th day of April, 1918. 

(Signed) <A. C. Geppgs, 
- Director-General of National Service. 

[The Schedule, which is very long and detailed, consists of four parts, 
and there are also Explanatory Notes on the Order. The Order can be 
obtained for 1d. from H.M. Stationery Office, Imperial House, Kings- 
way, London, W.C.2, and elsewhere. Arrangements have also been 





made by which copies of the Order and Schedule may be inspected by 
those concerned at Employment Exchanges and National Service 
offices, or purchased at bookstalls.] 





THE RUSSLAN TRIBUNAL. 


At the Russian Tribunal on Wednesday, the chairman stated that owing 
to the postponement of the recruiting of Russian subjects a number of 
persons had omitted to lodge claims for the renewal of their exemption. 
To remove any possibility of hardship, the tribunal had decided to con- 
aoe applications from such persons if lodged not later than Friday, 26th 
April. 





Agricultural Wages Board (England and Wales) 
Order. 
CORN PRODUCTION ACT, 1917. 


Notice of an Order proposed to be made under Section 12 (1) (b) of the 
above Act with respect to ‘‘ Benefits or Advantages.”’ 

The Agricultural Wages Boxrd (England and Wales), duly established 
and constituted under Section 5 (1) of the above Act and the regulations 
made by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries dated the 8th Novem- 
ber, 1917, hereby give notice, as required by the Agricultural Wages 


the last mentioned Regulations, that is to say :— 

The benefits or advantages which may be reckoned as payment of 
wages in lieu of payment in cash for the purpose of any minimum rate 
of wages for time work which may be fixed under the above Act, are 
hereby defined to be the supply by an employer to a worker of 

(1) Milk {including skimmed or separated milk). 

(2) Potatoes. 

And the value at which they are to be so reckoned for such purpose 
is hereby defined to be as follows, that is to say :— 

(1) In the case of Milk so supplied without payment the current 
wholesale price in the district. 

(2) In ythe case of Potatoes so supplied without payment, the 
current wholesale price in the district at the time when the main- 
crop of potatoes were lifted. 

Where any payment is made by the workman for the supply of the 
Milk or Potatoes an equivalent deduction is to be made from the value 
of a supply without payment. 

The wholesale prices above referred to shall be ascertained for the 
purpose of this Order from time to time in respect of the area of any 
District Wages Committee established by the Wages Board under the 
above Act, by the District Wages Committee for such area. 

The Agricultural Wages Board, as required by the regulations, will 
consider any objections to -the above proposed Order which may be 
lodged with) them within one month of the date of this Notice. All 
objections should be in writing, and should be addressed to the Secretary, 
the Agricultural Wages Board (England and Wales), 80, Pall , Mall, 
London, 8.W. 1. The objections should state precisely and so far as 


possible with reasons what is objected to. 
16th Apgil. (Gazette, 16th April. 
Food Orders. 
; THE FISH (PRICES) ORDER, NO. 2, 1918. 
1. General restrictions.}—(a) A person ‘shall not on or after the 25th 


~| March, 1918, sell or offer or expose for sale, or buy or offer to buy any 


fish at prices exceeding the maximum prices for the time being applicable 
under this Order. 

(6) Until further notice the maximum price for the fish specified in 
the first three schedules to this Order shall be atthe rates licable 
according to such schedules, and the subsequent provisions of this Order. 

(c) The Food Controller may from time to tame by notice prescribe 
further or other prices for fish whether or not specified in the first three 
schedules to this Order. ke 

- * * 

13. warnatiges 4. on the Food Controller is of opinion that under 
any contract subsisting on the 25th March, 1918, fish cannot be sold 
at a reasonable profit by reason of the maximum prices fixed by this 
Order, the Food Controller may, if he thinks fit, cancel \such contract 
or modify the terms thereof in such manner as shall appear to him to 





be just. 
14. Fictitious transactions.}—No person. shall, in connection with the 


itional grounds by or in respect of a man whose certi- sale or proposed.sale or disposition of fish, enter or offer to enter into 


any unreasonable or artificial transaction. 


Regulations, 1918, that they propose to make the following Order under 
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15. Definitions. | : 


16.. Bxceptions.}—This Order shall not apply to sales of cooked fish 
by a person in the ordinary course of his trade. 

17. Revocation, No. 39 of 1918.}—The Fish (Prices) Order, 1918, is 
hereby revoked-as on the 25th March, 1918, without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

18. Penalty.) ‘ 


19. Title and commencement.}—(a) This Order may be cited as the 
Fish | Ft Order, No. 2, 1918. 
| ‘thout; prejudice to clause 17 of this Order nothing in this Order 

apply to —— who sells in Ireland fish for delivery in Ireland. 

* (The Order, which is too long to print here in full, contains regulations 
as to wholesale and retail sales, and has three schedules of prices for 
fresh fish, smoked and cured fish, and frozen fish respectively, and a 
fourth schedule of controlled fish.) 

14th March. 





THE COCOA POWDER ORDER, 1918. ° 
Part L. : 
Manufacture and Sale of Cocoa Powder. 


1. General restriction.}-No person shall manufacture cocoa powder 
except such cocoa powder as contains 
(a) not more than 5 per cent. of cocoa bean shell; and 
(6) not less than 224 per cent. and not more than 30 per cent. of 


cocoa butter. 
. * . * 


Past Ti. - 
Maximum Prices. 


5.. General restriction.}—-No person shall sell or offer or expose for sale 
or buy or offer to buy any cocoa powder at prices exceeding the maximum 
prices permitted by this Order. 


. * . * 


Part III, 
General. 


14. Cocoa shell.}—(a) No person shall on or after the 8th April, 1918, 
sell or offer or expose for sale or offer to buy by retail any cocoa shell or 
any mixture, other than chocolate, which contains more than 5 per cent. 
cocoa shell at a price exceeding 6d. per Ib. 

(b) Where the purchaser on the occasion of a sale by retail requires any 
article to which this clayse applies to be delivered to his premises, an 
additional charge may ibe made for such delivery not exceeding $d. per 
lb. or any sum actually paid by the seller for carriage, but no charge may 
be made for packing or packages or for giving credit. 

15. Fictitious transactions.}—No son shall in connection with a sale 
or disposition or proposed sale or disposition*of any cocoa powder, or 
other article to which this Order applies, enter or offer to enter into any 
fictitious transaction or make or demand any unreasonable charge, 


16. Penalties.} 
17. Title and commencement.}—(a) This order may be cited as the 


Cocoa Powder Order, 1918, 
(6) This Order shall come into force on the 8th April, 1918. 
19th March. 





THE OILS AND FATS (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1918, 

1. pay, hapa and in accordance with the terms of a licence granted 
after the of this Order by or under the authority of the Food Con- 
troller, no shall after the 20th April, 1918, use any of the oils or 
fate mentioned in the schedule hereto or any mixtures thereof except for 
the purpose of, or in the manufacture of, human or animal food or drink. 

2. Except under and in accordance with the terms of a licence issued 
after the date of this Order by or under the authority of the Food 
Controller, no person shall after the 20th April, 1918, treat or cause or 
permit to be treated any oils or fats mentioned in the schedule hereto, 
or any mixture thereof in such manner as to render the same unfit or 
less fit for human or animal food or drink or for the mamufacture thereof. 


3. Penalty.] \ 
, ak This Order may be cited as the Oils and Fats (Restriction) Order, 


The Schedule. 
_Cocoanut Oil, Cotton Seed Oil, Gingelly (Sesame) Oil, Ground Nut Oil, 
-seed Oil, Maize Oil, Mowrah Oil, Niger Seed Oil, Palm 
Kernel Oil, Poppy Seed Oil, Shea Butter or Oil, Soya Bean Oil, Sunflower 
Seed Oil, Neutral Lard, Oleo Oil, Premier Jus, Tallow, Stearine (Beef 
and Mutton), Dripping, : 
23rd March. 


—_—_——_ 


THE DRIED FRUITS (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 


1, Interpretation.}|—For the purpose of this Order, Dried Fruits shall 
mean all Bried Fruits which may be or may have been after the Zed 
March, 1918, sold Ly wholesale on account of the Food Controller in 





2. Form of application may be prescribed.}—(a) The Food Controller 
may from-time to time prescribe forms of application ahd other docu- 
ments to be used for the purpose of obtaining or for any other purpose 
connected with Dried Fruits. Any such form or document may contain 
directions to be observed as to the completion of the form or any 
other matter. , 

(b) The Food Controller may from time to time issue directions re- 
lating to the distribution, treatment, sale, disposal or use of any 
Dried Fruits, or as to the price and terms upon which Dried Fruits 
may be sold or otherwise disposed of. 3 

3. Completion of formis.}—All persons concerned shall in the comple- 
tion of such form or document and in the distribution, treatment, sale, 
disposal and use of any Dried Fruits comply with the instructions and 
directions relative thereto for the time being in. force, 

4. Records.] 

5. False statements.] 

6. Prescribed form and documents. | 

7. Penalty.) 

8. Title.}—This Order may be cited as the Dried Fruits (Distribution) 
Order, 1918. 

23rd March. 

THE MARGARINE (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 

1..Forms of application,. &c., may be prescribed.}—(a) The Food 
Controller may from time to time prescribe forms of application and 
other documents to be used for the purpose of obtaining, or for any 
other purpose connected with margariné proposed to be distributed or 
for the time being in the course of distribution by or under the 
authority of the Food Controller. Any such form or document may 
contain instructions to be observed as to the completion of the form or 
document or any other matter. 

(6) The Food Controller may from time to time issue directions relat- 
ing to the distribution, disposal, sale and use of Margarine, and as to 
the price and terms upon which any such Margarine may be sold or 
otherwise disposed of. 

2. Completion of forms of application, &c.|—All persons concerned 
shall in the completion of any such form or document and in the distri- 
bution, disposal, sale or use of Margarine comply with the instructions 
and: directions relative thereto for the time being in force. 


. Records and inspection.] 
4. False statements, &c.] 
5. Prescribed forms.] 

& Penalty.) 


NN 
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7. Title.|\—This Order may be cited as the Margarine (Distribution) 
Order, 1918. 
23rd March, 


THE MARGARINE (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 


1. Retail price for margarine.}—The maximum price on the occasion 
of a sale by retail of Margarine shall on or after the 25th March, 1918, 
be at such rate or rates as the Food Controller may by notice from time 
to time prescribe and until further notice shall on all sales by fetail be 
at the rate of 1s. per Ib. except that where margarine is sold by retail 
to any person at one sale in a quantity of not less than 28 lbs. to be 
delivered in any one week énding on a Saturday the maximum price 
shall be at the rate of 11d. per Ib. . 


* . * * 


6. Revocation.) The Margarine (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, and 
all licences granted thereunder are hereby revoked as at the 25th March, 
1918, so far as they apply to Great Britain except so far as such Order 
and licences relate to margarine excluded from the operation of this 
Order by Clause 3 hereof, but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention of such Order. 

7. Application to Scotland, with modification of date.} 

8. Penalty.) 

9. Title and extent.}—(a) This Order may* be cited as the Margarine 
(Retail Prices) Order, 1918. 

(6) This Order shall extend only to Great Brit&in. 

23rd March, 


THE DUTCH CHEESE (REQUISITION) ORDER, 1918. 

1. (a) In pursuance of Regulation 2 of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations, the Food Controller requires all persons owning or having 
—_— to sell or dispose of any cheese which shall on or after the 26th 

arch, 1918, arrive in the United Kingdom from Holland to place such 
cheese at the disposal of the Food Controller and deliver the same to 
him or his Order. 

(6) The compensation payable for such cheese shall in default of agree- 
ment be determined by a single arbitrator appointed when the cheese 
arrives in England by the Lord High Chancellor of England, when 
the cheese arrives in Scotland by the Lord President of the Court of 
Session, and .when the cheese arrives in Ireland by the Lord Chief 
Justice of Ireland. ; ¢ 

2. Returns.) 

5. Penalty.) 

4. Title.|—This Order may be cited as the Dutch Cheese (Requisition) 
Order, 1918. 

23rd March. 


THE PERSIAN DATES (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER. 1918. 
1. Retail Price.|\—The maximum price on the occasion of any retail 
sale of Persian Dates shall be at the rate of 6d. per lb. Z 


* * . * 


5. Title }—This Order may be cited as the Persian Dates (Retail 
Prices) Order, 1918. 
23rd March. 


THE PIGS (PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 

1. Maximeum price for pig live or dead.|—(a) Where a person g¢ells 
any live pig otherwise than by dead weight, the maximum price shall 
be at the rate of 21s. per score of the live weight. 

(6) Where a person sells any live pig by dead weight or sells any 
dead pig, the maximum price shall, if the offals are included in the sale, 
be at the rate of 28s. per score of the dead weight, and if the offals are 
not included in the A -« shall be at the rate of 26s. 9d. per score of the 
dead weight. 

2. Ascertaining weight.] 


3. Records.|—Every person who in the course of his business buys any 
pigs and slaughters or causes to be slaughtered such pigs for the purpose 
of his business shall keep accurate records shewing the prices paid for 
such pigs and such other particulars as are necessary to shew whether 
or not the provisions of this Order are being complied with, and shall 
make such returns as to his business as the Food Controller or a Food 
Committee may from time to time require. All such recordsand rele- 
vant documents shall be open to the inspection of any person authorized 
by the Food Controller or a Food Committee. / 

4. Offers, &c.}—A person shall not sell or offer or expose for gale or 
buy or agree to buy any pig, live or dead, at a price exceeding the price 
applicable under the Order, or in connection with the sale or disposi- 
tion or proposed sale or disposition of any pig enter or offer to enter 
into any artificial or fictitious transaction or make or demand any un- 
reasonable charge. . 


4 
5. Haception.}—The foregoing provisions of this Order shall not 
apply to— 
_ (2) boars or pedigree sows bought and sold specifically for breed- 
ing purposes ; 
(6) breeding sows; and 





(c) pigs weighing at the time of sale less than 80 Ibs. live weight. 

6. Prohibition on sales for slaughter of pigs weighing less than 
112 4bs.}—(a) No person shall sell or buy or offer to buy for slaughter 
any pig weighing at the time of sale or offer for sale less than 112 lbs. 
live weight. 

(4) Until the contrary be proved, a pig shall be deemed to have been 
sold and bought for slaughter if it be p Berets within twenty-eight 
days of the sale. 

(ec) This clause shall not apply to any sale or purchase for slaughter 
of a pig weighing less than 112 lbs. weight, where slaughter is for any 
exceptional reason or purchase authorized Ly a Live Stock Commissioner, 
or his representative, or by an officer of the Board of Agriculttre and 
Fisheries, or the Board of Agriculture for Scotland, or the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland. 

7. Interpretation.|—For the purposes of this Order— 

‘Score ’’ means 20 Ibs. 

‘‘ Food Committee ’’ means, as regards Great Britain,-a Food 
Control Committee constituted in pursuance of the Food Control 
Committees (Constitution) Order, 1917, and as regards Ireland, the 
Food Control Committee appointed for Ireland by the Food Con- 
troller. 

8. Penalty.] 

9. Revocation.}—The Pigs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, and the 
Licences therennder, dated 20th November, 1917, and 10th December, 
1917, are hereby revoked but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention thereof.~ 

10. T'itle.|—This Order may be cited as the Pigs (Prices) Order, 1918 

27th March. ‘ 


ORDER AMENDING THE ee ASS PRICES) ORDER, 
1917. 


The Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917 (hereinafter called the 
Principal Order) as subsequently amended, shall be amended as 
follows :— 

1. The Schedule to this Order shall as from the date hereof be sub- 
stituted for the present schedule to the Principal Order which shall as 
from that date be construed as if it had originally been made with such 
substitution. 

2. The General Licences issued under the Principal Order dated 24th 
December, 1917, and 14th January, 1918, are hereby revoked. 

28th March, 

[Schedule of Maximum Wholesale Meat Prices.] 





We have also received the following :— . 
The Notice in Shops (Ireland) Order, 1918, dated 27th March, 1918. 





The Military Service Bill. 


The following is the text of the Military Service Bill as it left the 
House of Commons and was introduced into the House of Lords — 
An Act to make further provision with respect to Military Service 
during the present war. 
Be it enacted, ete. ; i 
1. Extepsion of obligation to Military Service.}—(1) Every male British 
subject <* has, at any time~since the fourteenth day of August nineteen 
hundred and fifteen, been, or who for the time being is, in Great Britain, 
and who at the date of the passing of this Act has attained the age 0! 
eighteen years and has not attained the age of fifty-one years, or who 
at any subsequent date attains the age of eighteen years shall, unless 
he is for the time being within the exceptions set out in the First 
Schedule to this Act, be deemed, as from the date of the passing of this 
Act, or as from that subsequent date, or, if having been within those 
exceptions he subsequently ceases so to be, as from the date on which 
he so ceases, as the case may be, to have been duly enlisted in His 
Majesty’s regular forces for general service with the colours or in the 
reserve for the period of the war, and to have been forthwith transferred 
to the reserve: 
Provided that— rag 
(a) if it appears to His Majesty at any tithe that it is necessary 
so to do for the defence of the realm, His Majesty may by Order 
in Council declare that the foregoing provision shall, as respect 
men generally, or as respects any class of men, have effect, as from 
a date to be specified in the Order, as if any age specified in the 
Order not exceeding fifty-six years were therein substituted for the 
age of fifty-one years, but where it is proposed to make any such 
Order as aforesaid, a draft of the Order shall be presented to each 
House of Parliament, and the draft Order shall not be submitted 
to His ‘Majesty in Council unless each House presents an Address 
to His Majesty praying that the Order may be made; and : 
(b) as respects any person a a duly qualified medical prac- 
titioner, the foregoing provision shall have effect as if the age ot 
fifty-six years were therein substituted for the age of fifty-one years. 


(2) The proviso to section two, and section eight, of the Military ° 


Service Act, 1916 (Session 2) [6 & 7 Geo. 5. c. 15], shall cease to have 
effect : : . epee 

Provided that the foregoing provision shall be without prejudice to 
any undertaking recognised by His Majesty's Government for the 


time being in- force, whereby it is provided that any released or — 
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exchanged prisoners of war shall not serve in His Majesty's Forces 
during the present war. 

(3) All the provisions of the Military Service Acts, 1916 to 1918, as 
amended by this Act, shall, so far as applicable, extend to men to whom 
this section applies in the same manner as to men to whom section one 
of the Military Service Act, 1916 (Session 2), applied. 

2. Power by Order in Council to apply Act to Ireland.}—His 
Majesty may by Order in Council extend this Act to Ireland, and this 
Act if so extended shall, subject to such modifications and adaptations 
as may be made by the Order for the purpose of making it appilcable to 
Ireland, have effect accordingly. 

An Order in-Council under this section may, as respects the civil 
court before which proceedings in respect of any offence punishable on 
summary conviction under the Reserve Forces Act, 1882, the Army 
Act, the Military Service Acts, 1916 to 1918, or this Act, or any orders 
or regulations made thereunder, are to be brought in Ireland— _ 

(a) make special provision with respect to the constitution of the 
court; or 

(6) assign any such proceedings to such civil court or courts as 
may be specified in the Order. 

8. Power by proclamation to withdraw certificates of exemption an 
case of national emergency.}—(1) His Majesty may, by proclamation 
declaring that a national emergency has arisen, direct that any certi- 
ficates of exemption, other than those granted under paragraphs (c) 
and (d) of sub-section (1) of section two of the Military Service Act, 
1916, granted or renewed to any class or body of men specified in the 
proclamation, or to men of any class or description so specified shall, 
as from the date specified in the proclamation, cease to have effect, 
and all certificates to which the proclamation applies shall as from 
that date cease to be in force. Sub-section (5) of section two of the 
Military Service Act, 1918, shall apply to a proclamation under this 
section in the same manner as it applies to an order made under that 
section. 

(2) While any such proclamation remains in operation no application 
shall, except in so far, as the proclamation provides for the making 
of applications in any special cases, be entertained for the grant or 
renewal of any certificate to which the proclamation applies, or for the 
grant of any certificate to. which the proclamation would have applied 
if the certifitate had been in existence at the date when the proclama- 
tion came into operation, and if any application for the grant-or renewal 
of any such certificate is pending at that date, it shalt be deemed not 
to have been made. 

4. Provisions as to applications for certificates of exemption and as 
to calling up.}—(1) The Local Government Board or, as respects Scot- 
land, the Secretary for Scotland, may make regulations for any of the 
following purposes :— ’ 

(a) For providing for applications for or relating to certificates 
of exemption (including appeals) being made to such tribunals, con- 
stituted in such manner and for such areas, as may be authorized-by 
the regulations, and for authorizing tribunals to act by committees 
or panels constituted in such manner as may be provided by the 
regulations : 

(6) For establishing special tribunals, committees, or panels for 
dealing with particular classes of cases : ; 

(c) For regulating and limiting the making of such applications 
as aforesaid and the grant, renewal, variation, or withdrawal of 
certificates : 

(4) For providing for any other matters for which it may be 
necessary to make provision in order to secure the expeditious 
making and disposal of such applications and for any other matter 
for which provision may be made under paragraph five of the 
Second Schedule to the Military Service Act, 1916. 

Any regulations made under this sub-section shall have full effect 
notwithstanding anything in the provisions of the Military Service 
Acts, 1916 to 1918, and those provisions, so far as they are inconsistent 

“with any regulations so made, shall be repealed : ne 

Provided that nothing in this section shall authorize the making of 
regulations for altering the terms of paragraphs (a), (6), (c) or (d) of 
sub-section (1) of section two of the Military Service Act, 1916. 

(2) If any person, with a view to preventing, hindering, or post- 
poning— 

(a) the calling up of himself ‘or any other person for any form 
of military service or for any medical examination as to his fitness 
therefor ; or 

(4) the operation of any notice duly given for the purpose of so 
calling up ‘any person; 

or otherwise in connection with any proceedings before any tribunal 
or other body established for the purpose of dealing with applications 
for or relating to cértificates of exemptions, makes or connives at the 
making of any statement, whether oral or in writing, which is false 
or misleading in any material particular, he shall be liable on summary 
conviction to imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months with 
or without hard labour. 

(3) If any question arises in any legal proceedings under the Reserve 
Forces Acts, 1882 to 1907, or any orders or regulations made thereunder 
whether any certificate of exemption has been withdrawn or has other- 
wise ceased to be in force, the court may require the holder of the 
certificate fo give evidence on the question, and if satisfactory evidence 
is not givert to the contrary the certificate shall be deemed to have been 
withdrawn or to have otherwise ceased to be in force. 
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(4) It shall be the duty of any man holding a certificate of exemp- 
tion, if the certificate has been withdrawn or has ceased to be in force 
or if, in the Gase of a conditional certificate, the conditions on which 
the certificate was granted are no longer satisfied, forthwith to transmit 
the certificate to the local office of the Ministry of National Service for 
the area in which the man is registered under the National Registration 
Acts, 1915 and 1918, with a notification that the certificate has been 
withdrawn or ceased to be in force, or that the conditions ave no longer 
satisfied, as the case may be; and if he fails without reasonable cause or 
excuse to do so he shall be liable om summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding fifty pounds. 

(5) A man who holds a certificate of exemption (other than a certifi- 
cate of _exemption from combatant service only), or in respect of whom 
an application has been duly made for the grantor renewal of a certifi- 
cate of exemption, shall not be liable for service with the colours while 
the certificate is-in force or until the application has been disposed of, 
as the case may be, but notices served for the purposes of the Reserve 
Forces Acts, 1882 to 1907, shall not be deemed tto be invalid on the 
ground only that they were served before any such man became liable 
for service, and any such man may at any time be required to present 
himself for medical examination or re-examination. > 

5. Amendment of 7 & 8 Geo. 5, c, 26.}—-The Military Service (Con- 
ventions with Allied States) Act, 1917, shall have effect as if for refer- 
ences to the Military Service Act, 1916, and to the Military Service 
Acts, 1916 and 1917, there were substituted references to the Military 
Service Acts, 1916 to 1918, and this Act, and, in the event of this Act 
being extended to Ireland, as if for the reference to Great Britain there 
were substituted a reference to the United Kingdom, and the Military 
Service (Conventions with Allied States) Act, 1917, shall apply accord- 
ingly, subject, as regards any country and the subjects of any country 
to which that Act has been applied before the passing of this Act, to 
such modifications as may be prescribed, 

6. Power to revoke or vary Orders in Council.}—Any Order in Council 
or proclamation made under this Act may be revoked or varied by any 
subsequent, Order in Council or proclamation made in the like manner 
and subject to the like conditions. 

7. Presentation of Orders in Council to both Houses of Parliament.}— 
Every Order in Council, other than an Order in Council made in pur- 
suance of section one, made under this Act shall be laid before each 
House of Parliament forthwith, and if an address>is presented to His 
Majesty by either House of Parliament, within fourteen days after the 
Order is laid before it, praying that the Order may be annulled, His 
Majesty in Council may annul the Order, and it shall thenceforth be 
void but without prejudice to the validity of anything done thereunder. 


8. Short title, interpretation, and repeal.}—(1) This Act may be cited 
as the Military Service (No, 2) Act, 1918, and shall be construed as one 
with, and be included among the Acts which may be cited as, the 
Military Service Acts, 1916 to 1918. E 

(2) In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires— 

The expression ‘prescribed’’ means prescribed by Order in 
Council. 

The expression ‘‘ certificate of exemption’? means any certificate 
of exemption from military service granted or renewed, whether 
before or after the passing of this Act, to any man belonging to the 
Army Reserve. ? 

(3) The enactments specified in the Second Schedule to this Act aro 
ew. repealed to the extent mentioned in the third column of that 
schedule ; 

Provided that, without prejudice to the general application of section 
thirty-eight of the Inferpretation Act, 1889, with regard to the effect 
of repeals, the repeal of the said enactments shall not affect any obliga- 
tion whatsoever incurred by any man to whom section one of the Mili- 
tary, Service Act, 1916, or section one of the Military Service Act, 1916 
(Session 2), applied, 


‘ 


SCHEDULES. 
First ScuEpvute, 
{Section 6 (3).] 
EXCEPTIONS, 
1. Men ordinarily resident in His Majesty’s Dominions abroad. 
¢ ° ° . " : A 
2. Members of His Majesty’s regular or reserve forces, or of the forces 
raised by the Governments of His Majesty’s Dominions, and members 
of the Territorial Force who ate lable for foreign service. 
3. Men serving in the Navy, the Royal Marines, or the Air Force. 
4.—(a) Disabled men who during the present war have served outside 
the British Islands or at sea, or who have served in the field or at sea 
in any previous war, 


. 
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(6) Disabled men who, though not having served as aforesaid, have 
during the presont war served for not less than a week in any of His 
Majesty’s forces (other than reserve forces), and men who, having been 
officially reported as wounded during the present war, have been dis- 
charged in consequence of the termination of their period of service, if 
in either case they are engaged in whole-time work which is for the time 
being certified by the Director-General of National Service to be of 
national importance. 9 

(c) Disabled men, or men who have been medically rejected after 
offering themselves for enlistment, if on further medical examination 
after the fifth day of April nineteen hundred and seventeen in accord- 
ance with the regulations of the Army Council, or as respects an examina- 
tion after the date on which the Ministry of National Service Order, 
1917, came-into force in accordance with the regulations of the Director- 
General of National Service, they have been certified to "be totally and 
permanently unfit for any form of military service. 

In this paragraph the expression ‘‘ disabled men ’’ means men (includ- 
ing officers) who have left or been discharged from the naval, military, 
or air forces in consequence of disablement or ill-health. 

_5. Men in holy orders or regular ministers of any religious denomina- 
tion. 





Seconp ScHEDULE. 
[Section 1 (1).] 
ENACTMENTS REPEALED. 








} 
Session and 


Chapter. Short Titl 3. 


Extent of Repeal. 


' 





5 & 6 Geo. 5,| Military Service Act, | Sub section (1) of section one; 

c. 104, 1916. sub-sections (2) and (5) of 
section three; and the First 
Schedule. 


6 & 7 Geo. 5) Military Service Act, | Section one; the proviso to 


ec, 15. 1916 (Session 2). section two; and section 
eight. 
7 Geo. 5, ¢.| Military Service (Re- | The whole Act. 


32, view of Exceptions) 
Act, 1917. 





ventions with Allied section (1) of section two. 


7& ae 5,| Military Service (Con- | Paragraphs (c) and (d) of su b 
c. 26. 
| States) Act, 1917. 














Societies. 
The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


Amount previously notified, £928 2s. 9d. 
The following further donations are gratefully acknowledged :— 
The Blackpool, Fleetwood and Fylde District Law 


Society (second donation) “a woe 3.3 «0 
Sydney C. Scott, Esq. (fourth donation) ta 
O. Morgan, Esq. (second donation) ... ae .- O88 0 
W. F. Fladgate, Esq., M.V.O. (second donation) ... 1010 0 
J. H. Stanton, Esq. (second donation) ... ee Wie son 

£945 8 9 


Further donations are very urgently needed, and may be sent to 
oe, elgian Lawyers’ Aid Committee, General Buildings, Aldwych, 


The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual general meeting will be held in the Hall of the Middle 
Temple on Wednesday, 8th May, 1918, at 4.45 p.m. The Solicitor- 
General will preside. All members of the Inns of Court are invited to 
attend. A copy of the report which will be presented to the meeting 
may be seen by any member at the association’s offices. The committee 
recommend that, in the present circumstances, the existing committee 
should be re-elected as a whole, notwithstanding Rule 13. Their names 
are as follows :— 

J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P. 
H. T. Kemp, K.C. 
Sir Reginald Acland, K.C. 


Tyrrell T. Paine. 
E. W. Hansell. 
J. E. Harman. 


E. Lewis Thomas, K.C. Theobald Mathew. R 
G. R. Northcote. 

R. W. Turner. 

H. Tindal Methold. 

Hon. M. M. Macnaghten 
H. B. Vaisey. ; 
Hon. Horace Woodhouse 


George Wallace, K.C. 
J. H. Cunliffe, K.C. 
F. H. Maugham, K.C. 
T. J. C. Tomlin, K.C. 
D. M. Kerly, K.C. 
R. F. MacSwinney. 





The Society of Incorporated Accountants and 
Auditors, ‘ 


The next examinations of candidates for admission into this Society will 
be held on 28th, 29th dnd 30th May. 





The Union Society of London. 


Tue eighteenth meeting of the society was held in the Middle Temple 
Common Room on Wednesday, 17th April, 1918. Mr. Stranger 
moved : ‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the Government control 
of shipbuilding is detrimental to the best interests of the nation.’’~ Mr. 
Coram opposed. The motion was lost. 


A Ministry of Health. 


Dr, Addison, Minister of Reconstruction, says the T'imes, recently 
received a deputation of representatives of the Standing Joint Committee 
of Industrial Women’s Organizations and of the Labour Party, in sup- 
port of the resolution passed by the Labour Party Conference at Not- 
tingham in January, urging the immediate establishment of a Ministry 
of (Health. 

The deputation was introduced by Mr. Frank Purdy “(Chairman of 
the Labour Party Executive). Mrs. Hood, Mrs. Baker, and Dr. Marion 
Phillips, representing the Standing Joint Committee, urged the import- 
ance of developing the maternity and midwifery services of the country, 
and of including the improvement of housing conditions in the duties of 
the ‘Ministry of Health, the establishment of which, they considered, 
should be immediate. They also emphasized the need of securing the 
co-operation of women in work relating to health and housing both 
centrally and locally. 

Mr. F. W. Jowett, M.P., and Mr. Sidngy Webb, representing the 
Labour Party, urged that the Minister should be free from the control 
of any particular interests, and that, if the werk of the Local Govern- 
ment Board were taken over by the Ministry, the transfer should be 
accompanied by the abolition of the Poor (Law. 

Dr. Addison, in reply, said that he was glad to be assured of the 
determination of those important bodies to assist in securing a reform 
which he regarded as a measure of urgent public necessity. Just before 
Easter he had concluded the negotiations in which he had been engaged 
for some months at the Prime Minister’s request. He hoped to present 
his proposals to the Government as soon as the present crisis in the 
fortunes of the nation’s armies had become less acute: In the: mean- 
time, he was happy to find himself in agreement with the members of 
the deputation on the main points which they had put before him, and 
if, as fie hoped, it was decided before long to establish a Ministry of 
Health, he thought that the measure which Parliament would be asked 
to sanction would be found to be one to which those whom the deputa- 
tion represented could give whole-hearted support. 








The New York Legislature and a 
League of Nations. 


‘ 

The Z'imes correspondent at New York, in a message dated 13th inst., 
says: Addressing the New York State Legislature yesterday, Mr. Tait 
declared that as soon as the United States put into Europe an army 
of five millions the war will be won. He estimated that it would 
require two years for an army of this size to appear on the West front 
from America. Mr. Taft requested the Legislature to place itself on 
record concerning the League of Nations to safeguard~peace after the 
war is ended. ‘ihe Eegidatabe passed unanimously and with great 
enthusiasm the following resolutién :— ; 

Whereas the importance of the task before the United States is to 
win the war, and whereas the war will not be won until the peaceful 
development of all free peoples is guaranteed by the strength of their 
own will; therefore be it resolved by the Legislature of the New York 
State, both Houses concurring, that the State of New York pledges 
all its resources to the vigorous prosecution of the war until Prussian 
autocracy has been defeated; and be it further resolved that the State 
of New York fayours the entrance of the United States after the war 
into a League of Nations to safeguard the peace that must be won 
by the joint military forces of the Allied nations. 








_. Companies. 
The Guarantee Society (Limited). 


The ‘account for 1917 shews ptemiums (less reassurances) £49,752, 
against £40,366 in 1916. Including the balance of £49,725 brought 
forward from last year, the balance on profit and loss account, after 
providing for claims paid and outstanding one other outgo, amounts to 
£48,366. The directors have declared a dividend of 17s. 6d. per share 
(less tax),.payable on 10th May. ‘ 
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Law Students’ Journal 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination_held on the 20th and 
2ist March, 1918 :— 

A candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the examination at 
the same time. 

. First Cass. 
McCarraher, Colin. 
Passep. 
Jeremy, Clifford Morgan. 
McLellan, Alastair. 
Roberts, William Drayton, B.A. 


Betteridge, Henry. 
Craddock, Frederick Thomas. 
Grundy, George Fielding. 
Haslam-Jones, John Taylor. (London). 
Hudson, John Roundell. Sykes, Walter Cyril. 
THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE PASSED THE LeGaL PORTION ONLY :— 
Dyson, Eric. Parkes, John Heap. 
Emmett, George Frederick. Perry, John Henry. * 
Gray, Bargrave Deane. Samuels, Albert Edward. ’ 
Harrison, James Murray Rowland Sanders, William Douglas Shearly. 

Lightfoot. Steele, Eric. 

Number of candidates, 33; passed,-t9. 


THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE PASSED ‘THE TRUST ACCOUNTS AND 
BOOK-KEEPING PORTION ONLY :— . 
Bonney, William Charles. Lord, William Henry. 
Boocock, Joseph Tong; B.A. Lys, George Ralph. 
(London). Prole, John Cyril. 
Cook, Thomas William. Turner, William Victor. 
Francis, Jonathan Morris. Watts, John Christmas Clifford. 
Hales, Leslie Frank. Yelloly, Samuel Webster. 
Jones, Richard Gwynedd. Yeo, Henry, 
Number of candidates, 27; passed, 23. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION, 13th and 14th March, 1918. 
Addition to the list published in March last: 
Jeffries, Francis Bernard. 
By order of the Council, 
; . ? E. R. Coox, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C. 2. 
12th April, 1918. 


FINAL EX'AMJNATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Final Examination held on the 18th and 19th 
March, 1918 :-— 

Allen, Charles Valentine. 
Bew, Edwin. 

Burgess, Wallace. 
Butcher, Louis. : 
Butterworth, Rowland. 
Collinson, Malcolffi. 


Jarrett, Eric John Yorke. 

Jones, William Myddelton. 

Levinson, David Bertram, B.A. 
(London). 

Luck, Francis William. 

Miller, George William. 


Cook, Sydney George, M.A. Napier, James Murray. 
(Cantab.) Oakley, Robert Edwin. 

Coustas, Alexander Pantelis, B.A. O’Meara. Aubrey Ivor. 
(London). Paling. Gerald Richard. 


Pate, Richard, 

Phillips, Howard Gwynne. 
Phillips, Samuel, M.A. (Leeds). 
Saunders, William George Rhymes. 
Sharp, Alfred Goodwin. 

Sheather, John Charles. 

Talbot, Ernest) Alfred. 


Eccleston, Ernest Edward. 

Elias, Edward. oh 

Elliott, William Stuart, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Evans, Arthur. 

Evans, Llewelyn. 

Franklin, Harold Lambourn, 





Tonkin, Cedric John, 
Warwick, Alfred Charles. | 
West, Charles William. 

White, William, LL.B. (Man- 


chester). 


Freeman, James Edward, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 
Griffith, Robert. 
Griffiths, Taliesin. 
Hatton, Alan Herbert. 
Hobson, Leonard Cyril Carrington. White, William Henry. 
James, John Edgar Arnold. Wilson, Edward John, 
Number of candidates, 47; passed. 42. 
Honorary Dristrncrion.—Tuirp Crass. 
Charles Valentine Allen, who served his articles with Mr. S. E. Baker, | 
pal be hy Messrs. Stanley, Wasbrough, Doggett, & Baker, of London 
and Bristol. 


By order of the Council. 
6 E. R. Coox, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C. 2. ; 

12th April; 1918. 








A number of inquiries, says the Times, have lately been recetved in 


. the insurance market from brewery companies for rates of premium 


covering the risk of the closing of their businesses by the Government. | 
s is understood | such re x nang in respect of one country | 
Tewery was accepted on Wednes at a premium of § per cent. for 
twelve months. 4 J E ai : 


| of 12, Lexham-gardens, W., 
commissions during the war. 
| the late T. H. Mason), at Winchester and at University Collece, Oxford, 


Obituary. _ 
Mr. John Rutherford. 


Mr. Jonn Ruruerrorp, LL.B., of Wason Chambers, 4, Harrington- 
street, Liverpool, who died on 10th April, in his fifty-eighth year, was 
the Leader of the Chancery Bar at Liverpool. A younger brother of 
Sir W. Watson Rutherford, M.P., he was educated at the Merchant 
Taylors’ School, Crosby, of which he was head boy. Graduating with 
honours at the London University in the Faculty of Law, he was called 
to the Bar at the Middle Temple in 1884, after having gained several 
honorary distinctions in the examinations of the Inns of Court. After 
a period as a pupil of Mr. Justice Neville (them Mr. Ralph Neville), 
and joining the Northern Circuit, he more particularly attached him- 
self to the Chancery Court of the County Palatine of Lancaster, gain- 
ing a very large practice, both in the Court, in Liverpool Chancery cases 
in the High Court, as a conveyancer, and also from time to time in 
equity work at the assizes. Mr. Rutherford became the leader of the 
Chancery Court at Liverpool, appearing in almost every Liverpool 
Chancery case of importance both at Liverpool and Manchester and in 
London. He was briefed in many cases which have since become lead- 
ing authorities, and was a familiar figure in the Court of Appeal when 
Chancery cases were being heard. 

A sound lawyer, with an immense experience in practice, Mr. Ruther- 
ford’s judgment was very highly esteemed, and his wide knowledge was 
always at the disposal of his junior colleagues. Possessed of a cheery 


“personality, he won hosts of friends both within and beyond the legal 


profession. He was for some years hon. secretary of the Liverpool 
Literary and Philosophical Society,’ the oldest, learned society in the 
city, chairman of the Southport Division Conservative Association, and 
a memter of the Conservative Club, Liverpool, and of the Liverpool 
Board of Legal Studies. He was a very devoted Freemason, and filled 
the office of Senior Grand Warden of the Province of West Lancashire. 
Mr. Rutherford in his earlier years was an enthusiastic musical amateur 
and was a proficient organist. He leaves a widow, three sons (two of 
whom are captains in the Army), and a daughter. Mr. Rutherford’s 
brother, Mr. Charles H. Rutherford, J.P., is a practising solicitor in 
Liverpool, a member of the firm of Messrs. Rutherfords. 

The funeral took place on Saturday, the 13th inst., at Smithdown- 
road Cemetery, Liverpool, at which there was a very large attendance. 
representative of the Chancery Bar, the Northern Circuit, the Liverpool 
Law Society, the Liverpool Society of Chartered Accountants, the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, the Merchant Taylors’ School, 
Crosby, the Southport Division Conservative Association, various 
political organizations, together with a large gathering of Masonic 
brethren and civic representatives. 


Mr. H. K. Avory. 


Mr. H. K. Avory, who for many years held the appointment of Clerk 
of the Central Criminal Court, died on Wednesday at Parkstone, Wey- 
bridge, at the age of sixty-nine. “Mr. Avory succeeded to the Clerkship 
onthe death of Mr. E. J. Read, and owing to ill-health he retired on 
a pension in 1913. He came of a family which had been long associated 
with the law. His father held the post of Clerk to the Central Criminal 
Court, and his younger brother, Mr. Justice Avory, before “taking silk,” 
had a large practice at the Old Bailey, where he began work as a junior. 
The leaders of’the Bar at that time included Sir Harry Poland, K.C., 
and Sir Charles Mathews. The announcement of Mr. Avory’s death 
will be received with sorrow By all who knew him, both socially and 
officially. To his attainments as a lawyer were added a keen interest 


in national sports. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro, patria. 





Lieutenant-Colonel S. Raymond Sebastian. 


Lieutenant-Colonel SkinNER Raymonp Senasttan, M.C., commanding 
a battalion of the Oxford and Bucks L.1T., died abroad on 27th March 
of wounds received in the night of 23rd-24th Mairch, in his thirty-second 
He was the second of four brothers, sons of Mr. L. -B. Sebastian, 
and Lincoln’s-inn, who have been holding 
He was eduéated at Rottingdean (under 


year. 


where he took his degree with honours in law. He was called to the 
Bar at Lincoln’s-inn. was practising at Shanghai with the firm of Platt, 
Macleod & Co., and returned to England when the war broke out. 
He was adjutant of his battalion for nearly two years, after which he 
was appointed to this command. He was twice mentioned in despatches. 
One of his officers writes: —‘‘ A braver man or one more deeply loved 
both by officers and men would be hard to find. It was an inspiration 
to be with him. and in action his fearlessness and cheery manner gave 


confidence to all.’’ 


Major Noel W. Freeman. 


Maior Nort W. Freeman, R.F.A., who was killed on 2ist March, 
was the eldest son of Mr. W. R. Freeman, of 103, Westbourne-terrace, 
W. 2. He was born in 1884, and was educated at St. Christopher’s 
School, Eastbourne, Rugby, and University College, Oxford. He took 
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second class honours in History, and was subsequently called to the Bar. | 
On the outbreak of war he was practising at the Bar in India, and, 
returning to England immediately, porte aks commission in the R.F.A., 
and went to France in December, 1914. He was wounded in March, 
1915, and on his recovery was sent to Gallipoli, and in August, 1915, | 
was invalided home suffering from dysentery. He went again to the 
front in July, 1916, and, except for a short instructional course in 


December, 1916, and a month’s leave in January, 1918, served there con- | 


tinuously till his death, He was twice mentioned in despatches. 


Captain Mortimer E. H. Schiff. 


Captain Morrmer Epwarp Harorp Scuirr, Saffolk Regiment, who 
is now presumed to have been killed in action in France on 25th Sep- 
tember, 1917, was the only son of the late Hermann Schiff and of Mrs. 
Schiff, of 14, Hyde Park-square. He was born in London in 1888, and | 
was educated at ‘Harrow, where he gained many prizes and distinctions. | 
He entered Jesus College, Cambridge, in 1907, becoming a scholar of 
the college. In 1909-he took a First Class in the Historical Tripos, 
Part I., and in 1910 he was placed in the First Class of the Law Tripos, 
graduating 'B.A., LL.B. in the latter year. He was a prizeman of the | 
college. For a time he coxed the boat. On leaving the University he 
was articled to Messrs. Stephenson, Harwood & Co., and in 1913 he | 
qualified as a.solicitor, passing the examination in the first class. Soon 
after the outbreak of war he joined the Inns of Court O.T.C., and after 
gaining his commission he was for a time musketry officer af Hythe. 
He became captain and went to the front in January, 1917. His colonel 
(who has himself since fallen 
very much upset about it, and myself especially so. 
gallant, efficient, and dependable officer 
only to express a wish and the work was done. 
for he was a real friend as well as my best company commander. 
died at the head of his men, by whom he was beloved, 


[ shall miss him horribly, 


chosen.’”’ 


Captain Alfred C. Parsons. 


Captain ALFRED Crrit Parsons, who was killéd on 29th March, aged 
twenty-five, was the third son of Mr. and Mrs. John Parsons, of 
Heavitree, Essex. He was educated at Collingwood House and King’s 
College, Taunton, and before the war was articled to Messrs, Geare & 
Mathew, solicitors, of Exeter. In 1911 he was chosen to play hockey 
for Devon, for which county he played regularly in that and the follow- 
ing seasons In September, 1914, he enlisted in the Public Schools 
Brigade (Royal Fusiliers) and went to France with the 19th Battalion 
in November, 1915. In March, 1916, he was recalled to train for a 
commission, and entered a Cadet Battalion at Oxford. In August, 
1916, he was gazetted to the Somerset L.I., went to France in the 
following September, and was seriously wounded near Guedecourt some 
weeks later. In November, 1917, he again went to France. He was 
promoted lieutenant in February, 1918, and captain about a month before 
his death. On 29th March his company, which he was commanding at 
the time, had just carried out a successful local attack, and he had 
gone out into the open to bring back a wounded man, when he was 
killed instantaneously by a bullet. His youngest brother, Lieutenant 
S. R. Parsons, Wiltshire Regiment, was killed in action near Arras, on 
9th April, 1917. 


Captain Charles N. W. Tyaeke. 


Captain Caartes Nort Wacker Tyrarke, D.C.L.1., who was killed 
on 25rd March, was the only son of Mr. J. Walker Tyaeke and Mrs. 
Tyaeke, of Tenderah, Helston. Educated at Malvern College, he was 
admitted a solicitor in 1908 and became a partner with his father. As 


| House, Mark Cross, Sussex, who was killed on 9t 


wrote of him:—‘‘ The whole regiment is | 
He was a very | 
he was loyalty itself and had | 


He | 
and at the 
moment of success, and I know that that is the death he would have | 
Captain Schiff was a nephew of Mr. Jacob Schiff, of New York. | 
| Arnold & Bender, of 35, King-street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 2, 
| has been ammointed by the Governor of the State of New York, a Com- 

missioner for that State, to take the proof and acknowledgment of deeds 
| and other instruments to be used or recorded in that State, and to 
| administer oaths, and for other purposes. 





a retired Territorial officer he joined the Army in the week war was 
declared. An officer writes 


‘He married the 
the Vicarage, 


and fell shot through the heart in a counter-attack.” 
eldest daughter of the Rev. H. R. and Mrs. Coulthard, of 
Breage, Helston. 


Lieutenant Arnold H. Ball. 
Lieutenant Arnotp H. Bat, Royal Sussex oe of Houndstall 
April, aged twenty- 
nine, was the third son-of the late W. E. Ball, LL.D., barrister-at-law, 
and Mrs. Ball. He was educated at the City of London School, and 
was called to the Bar in 1910. He received his commission in the 


| Territorial Force on 30th December, 1915, and went to the front 30th 
| September, 1916, and was attached to the Royal Sussex Regiment, and 


remained on front line duty excepi for three periods of leave until he 
was killed. In 1909 he married Yolande Sylvia Noble Pym, only sur- 
viving daughter of the late Horace Noble Pym, of Foxwold, Brasted, 
Kent, and leaves three daughters and a son. 


Second Lieutenant Philip S. Preeston. 


Second Lieutenant Pum SourHwett Preeston, R.F.A., of The 
Clock House, Braintree, who was ‘killed on 28th March, aged thirty-four, 
was the second son of the late Percival R. S. Preeston, of Marshalls, 
Braintree. He was educated at Felsted, and after being articled with 
Messrs. Cunnington, Son & Orfeur, of ‘Braintree, was admitted as a 
solicitor in 1906, continuing subsequently in practice with the same firm 
In 1909 he was appointed Deputy-Coroner for East Essex, a post which 
he continued to hold until his death. He obtained a commission in the 
R.F.A. in July 1916, and went to the front the following month. After 
being wounded in September, 1917, he returned to the front last January. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Montacur Benper, B.A., LL.D., of the firm of Messrs. Hicks, 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Wittram GarNER, the elder, Wiri1am GARNER, the younger, and 
Epwarp JAmMEs GARNER, solicitors (Garner & Sons), Uxbridge, Southall, 
Hounslow, and Ashford, all in the county of Middlesex. March 25. The 
said William Garner, the elder, retiring from the said firm; the said 
William Garner, the younger, will henceforth practise at Hounslow and 
Ashford aforesaid in the name of Garner & Sons, and the said Edward 
James Garner will henceforth practise at Uxbridge and Southall afore- 
said ‘in the name of E. J. Garner. (Gazette, April 12. 


General. 

Lieutenant Samuel Worthington, R.H.A., of The Mount, Whitchurch, 
Salop, a barrister practising on the North Wales and Chester Circuit, 
who was killed in action of 28th November, left £500 each to the 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund, Dr. Barnardo’s*‘Homes, and the 
Universities “Mission to Central Africa, and a further £1,000 each in 
the event of the failure of certain trusts with regard to the residue of 
his estate. He left estate of gross value £43, 

In the House of Commons on Monday, Sir G. Cave, Home Secretary, 
answering Mr. Billing, who asked whether he was prepared by means 


‘He led his men with the utmost courage | of an Order in Council to effect for the duration of the war the 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Go., LtD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS 


which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cont. is the most complete Poliey ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE SPECIALISTS 


INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
Licensed Property, settled by Counsel,|will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 











